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Abstract: The retrial of Nie Shubin case was the most attractive legal case in the society
in the field of Chinese jurisdiction of 2016. The second circuit court met a series of difficult
issues during the retrial: how to confirm the hearing scope of this case applying which
procedure law in the trial whether the case would have an open trial the case was a doubtful
case or a misjudged case etc. According to the law and the nature of retrial procedure the
collegiate bench deemed that just adjudication of the case would not be influenced by only
hearing the evidence material in the retrial of Nie Shubin case without hearing relevant
statement of Wang Shujin; new Criminal Procedure Law was applied while choosing the law
based on the principle in favor of the defendant; closed hearing was adopted in the retrial in
accordance with the spirit of judicial interpretation and based on the fact of the death of Nie;
that handling the Nie Shubin case as a doubtful case not only conformed to the law but also
was active and prudent. The retrial verdict of not guilty of the case was approved by the
appellant and praised by the society. The verdict of not guilty is far more than conveying the
standard of rights and wrongs by the judgment of a common criminal case it has the landmark
significance: it demonstrates the people’s court’s attitude that all wrongs must be corrected
and all misjudged cases must be appealed; it delivers the requirement of strict jurisdiction and
normatively handling cases to judicial organs of all types and at all levels; it comprehensively
fulfills the principle of judging by the evidence; it manifests the idea of procedural justice.
From different perspectives we can gain the rich legal information conveyed by the case’s

verdict of not guilty.
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