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On the Function Localization of the Duty Solicitor
System in the Case of Guilty Plea in China

YANG Bo
( School of Law  Jilin University Changchun 130012  China)

Abstract: The establishment of system of duty solicitors is the result of the improvement of its criminal defense system and
its basic function is to provide an acute legal service for the accused. Based on the new development of criminal procedure reform
in China and the reality of low criminal defense rate the establishment of the system of duty solicitors is mainly to realize the
function of effective defense in the case of guilty plea. The witness of the duty solicitors is the embodiment of its alienation in the

case of guilty plea. It will result in the rights of the duty solicitors being greatly reduced and effective defensewill be hard to a—
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chieve. At the same time the duty solicitor will be reduced to a partner in public power and the trust will be destroyed between
the accused and the duty solicitor. In the future the function of the system of duty solicitors in our country will show a dual fea—
ture. In the case of guilty plea effective defense should be the core and the realization of the defense right of duty solicitors
should be strengthened from the following aspects: first the voluntary nature of the accused is the core giving the duty solicitors
the right to be present and specifying the time when the duty solicitors intervenes. Second in order to protect the authenticity of
the pleading guilty we should specify the contents of the legal aid of duty solicitors. Third we should clarify the rights of the du-
ty solicitors for effective defense. Forth we should strengthen the duty solicitors”effective defense for procedural matters.
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