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ence) '
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(event) (actual)
(rule)?2

1 Peples v. Peoples, 10 N.C.App.402, 172 S.E.2d
138, 141,

2 Henry Campbell Black, Black’s Law Dictionary.

Fifth Edition. (Minnesota  West Publishing Co., 1979), p.531
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(quilt beyond a reasonable douth)

(burden of Proof) ' 11
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(preponderance of evidence)

Common Law
Civil Law ?
. 18 &

Stephen A. Saitzburg, American Criminal Pro-
cedure. 3nd edition. (Minnesota  West Publishing CO., 1988
D.T43-7 45.
11 United States v. Maiinsky, 19 F.R.D.426
12 , 55.
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(Truth Theory) o |
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11 (prosecutor)
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‘ 15
13 John H. Langbein, Comparative Criminal Procet

Germany, (minnasota  West Publishing Co., 1S77)., p.58.

1* Paul B. Weston, Kenneth M. Wells, Law Enforcement
and Criminal Justice  An Introduction.(California  Goodyear
Publishing Company, Inc., 1972), p.161,179.

1E Ibid., p.70-71,
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Ibict., p. 1.

L7 Paul B. Weston, Kenneth M. Wells, Criminal
Justice Introduction and Guidelines. (Caiifornia  Goodyear
Publishing Co., 1976), p.216. ! Common Law

13 Paul B. Weston, Kenneth M. Wells, Criminal
Justice Introduction and Guidelines. (California  Goodyear
Publishing Co., 1976), p.221.
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Henry J. Abraham, The Judicial Process. 4th.
(New York  Oxford University Press, 1980), p.104.
2 Charles . Wolfram, Modern Legal Ethies. (Minne-
sota  West Publishing Co., 1986), p.639.

{ ,

United States v. Grinné1l Corp., 384 . .563, 583, 86
S.et. 1698, 1710, 16 L.Ed.2d 778 (1966); E.I.Du Pont b
Co. v. Collins, 432 . .46, 97 s.et.2229, 2235, 53 L.Ed.2d
100 (1977).

21 Paul B. Weston, Kenneth M. Wells, Law Enforce-
ment and Criminal Justice  An Introduction. p.179.
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27 K. Neumann, Manual of German Law. Volume II
(London . Her Majesty’s stationary Office, 1952), p.150. '
Anglo-American

pass-
ive rule (examination-in-chief)
"cross-examination) (re-examindtion)

25 John H. Langbein, Comparative Criminal Proce-
dure  Germany, p.64.
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31 I 2534 29

32 People v. Dennison, 288 N.E.2d 516 (1972).
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33
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(quilt beyond a reasonable doubt)35

36

31

33 People v. Lieata, 305 N.E.2d 6 (1973).

(writ of habeas corpus)
State v. Jones, 113 N.C.669, 18 S.E.249.
3" State v. Fisher, 212 N. .2d 568 (1973).
United States v. Cummings, 468 F.2d 274 (1972).
35 Price V. Turner, 502 P.2d 121 (1972).
State V. Grace, 493 . .2d 474 (1973); McDonald
v. State, 477 . .2d 759 (1971).
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Holt v. United States, 218 . .245, 54 L.ed
1021, 31 S.et.2 ; Agnew v. United States, 165 . .36, 4l
L.ed 624, 17 S.et.235.

» (innocent man)

Williams v. state, 241 Ala.348, 2 So.2d 423.

»

Kirby v. United States, 174 . .47, 43 L.ed 890, 19 s.et.574,
°e 141212482
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a0 Brinegar v. United States, 338 U .s.160, 93
L.ed 1879, 69 s.et.1302, reh.den. 338 . .839, 94 L.ed 513,
70 S.et 31

People v. Hunt, 251 111.446, 96 N.E.220.
Bennett v. state, 86 Ga.401, 12 S.E.806.
(benefit of a reasonable doubt)
Potter v. United States, 155 . .438, 39 L.ed 214,
15 S.et.144,
Lilienthal v. United States, 97 . .237, 24
L.ed 901 (1967).
a3 Davis v. United States, 160 . .469, 40 L.ed
499, 16 S.et.353,
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