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Remained or Repealed of Penal Code 306:
Listen to the Legal Professional Persons” Opinions
LI Lan-ying' SUN Jie' HE Ni’

(1. School of Law Xiamen University Xiamen 361005 China;

2. School of Criminology and Criminal Justice Northeast University Boston 02115 USA)

Abstract: Penal Code 306 has been faced with controversy which should be remained or be repealed all the times
from its birth which is from theories or interests groups in practice . This controversy is made from
backstage to stage because of case of Li Zhuang which happened from late 2009 to early 2010 . We can
deeply explore the social factors behind the controversy : misunderstanding of judicial organization ;
unreasonable of criminal structure ; and defect of prosecution procedure through investigating the legal

professional persons” attitude to Penal Code 306 to find a reasonable way for the Penal Code 306" s

future remained and applied cautiously .
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