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Abstract: There are only 3 public prosecution case procedure provisions on the parties reconciliation in
the new criminal procedure law in China. The legal interpretations enacted in succession are not satisfactory
and these interpretations result different understandings on different provisions and different operations in
judicial practice. This article deeply analyzes the law and practical operation of reconciliation of public
prosecution cases in China by taking criminal mediation system in France as the research background and
points out that there are many problems exist in China’s reconciliation in public prosecution cases such as the
applicable scope of the case is not clearly defined the ways of reconciliation are too simple the application
procedures are disorder and the localization of judicial reconciliation procedure is fuzzy. The article thus
believes that the exercise of reconciliation in cases of public prosecution procedure should consider the value
goal of litigation efficiency at the time of protecting the exercise of reconciliation right of interested parties and
it is necessary to pay attention to not only the special prevention effect of crimes but also the general preventive
effect. In addition the judicial organs play a leading role in the reconciliation proceeding but the judicial
organs should not involve in the reconciliation proceeding too much due to this will violate the original intention

of legislation of this program.
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