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Abstract: In East Asia, there is no formal Anglo-American jury, but recommended jury exists,
including: “reference” jury in the history of Japan, South Korea’s consultative jury, Taiwan’s view
jury. Recommended jury is the result of learning Anglo-American jury. And as other East Asian
countries and regions, our country also does not have the conditions to tolerant the jury, because
the jury need to counter the case facts to life under adversary trial, agree with one-time fact trial and
hold entity justice concept, these are specific features to British and American litigation culture, and
East Asian’ culture prefer to accept the “above” rather than peers to trial. Now the people’s jury tes-
ting in Chinese mainland is a recommended jury of Chinese characteristics. Confusing the distinction
between the two is the people’s jury’s advantage, and its essence is systematically listening to exter-
nal citizen’s opinion. The value of the people’s jury opinion cannot be ignored. Chinese culture is on-
ly suitable for recommended jury.
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