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Mode Selection of Jurisdictional Objections

Litigation of Criminal Procedure

Gui Mengmet

Abstract: Criminal procedure jurisdiction system has the purpose of punishing crime and protecting hu—
man rights demonstrating the harmonious unity value of process fairness and entity fairness. As an entrance to
justice defendant shall according to law enjoy the most basic relief rights when the interests of the jurisdic—
tional system are misallocated. In practice there are three modes( oral decision reasons for judgment interloc—
utory adjudication) of dealing with jurisdictional objections brought by the parties to the case — handling author—
ities but the criminal procedure law of our country does not stipulate the jurisdictional objection system. The
basic claims and remedies of the parties tight to jurisdictional objection can not be respected. The basic con—
notation of litigation theory and the distribution of procedural justice make the introduction of the right of ap—
peal into the objection system of criminal procedure jurisdiction justified. In the new era the criminal proce—
dure law of our country needs to stipulate the appeal of jurisdictional objection. We should choose the interloc—
utory adjudication mode and return to the procedural adjudication of jurisdictional disputes so as to realize the
litigation function of the procedural judgment of jurisdictional objection.

KeyWords: Criminal Procedure; Jurisdictional Objections; Mode Selection; Interlocutory Adjudication;

Procedural Justice



