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Abstract

Yong Kuikui case went through four times of trial. Substantial disputes focused on the relevancy of
one matched fingermark extracted on a bag of orange collected near the crime scene. After
studying the case thoroughly, this article finds that the evidence in the case is not sufficient to
identify the relevancy of the bag of orange. Given that, there is a reasonable doubt to hold the
defendant’s guilty verdict. Against this backdrop, there exists the issue of individualization fallacy,
which is an evidence theory of common law system. Therefore, I maintain the value of rethinking
this case and relative research of the individualization fallacy theory.
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HERLF S AN “EXEL” “ToF Ik, BLR “BEIEATE” X =3RRI, B E I
B CEF R MALCF RS RSZ5INER, A “BX” 5 “T0F7 fHINRHR%, JFE
MEPFR P ZER T “BEI RN & “TLFE” DIEXL, ERENTENEE. HEBENZ—
ALY TR SEE N T 2L — R AIBEIR, PIORERAIBE LS, B MR m RN RVE R A DL 1 2k
PR IERNASE . R UEIIARAE, DRI AR REERAER M 45187 AW AREER T, H
AEMRFTE. BRI CFEZA, HABRERBFERWH2EmW ), ZHNHWEZ 5, A
MEH A, REFMEFHSE DG - FRT LR, R ML &I 7 2 k58 SO VUL 1) — 4888
To BUF, BEWKLULNZARENTING, AR, Fibe b, 4i8REMFERARIR T
“[d)— iR 5B WL (Individualization Fallacy)” , RN AS BT S it B8 ) R

2. RIFEN: —R{RETFSIANRER

2008 4 1 H 19 H 11 WF, HHREEATT A% RmARE S RS ERFHEIERSE, PRI 74 D HEEE
AR ORE T ARG KRG N . ZhE, AR R AT d k80T K H, BHEY
BT kS 292 SHE—HIG T SR G IE S RIS T, 86 R RN A RS TiX—1E 0,
BIINR RS R O, Bz TIRIPUEK, RN A B R e, fRERS, HdhatE ke
VPR A 2t . 2%E, BRER EME—— oA S MEMTRSU S 2R FaiRIRa—5. 2008
£33 H S H, AHSIEIUSETT TR 98 2 TR

CEA W BORIUIDIE . B A A 2 IR SRR R S e = L. DNA B & 0. HER
LRARYEE N ENET DL A NEERE ARG A IR, HREEhm AR iR
Pt NEZERIE MR A NTE, FE, A R VRIA RS AP SRR RFEFL . RETEEREE
AT N BRVE B = IR (53 ) AU AR N SR FIRRBE SR s LR BN SR FIAR SO AMUE R N SR FI R BELR),
Her, HREBBNRIEF G IR, “HIARNE. IEEAL” AH, MR, ZREFE. 2015 F 12
H4H, SHERBNREGKIEATFEHA, INEREBITTE, HARHERER T[],

2017 %4 H 7 H, EEBPEEREESE 925951.30 75[2].
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DU R BERE o A9 458 3 R R IR 20 ) 7 DR EE . e 1 s, SRR — I @M SOE R (“ /i
JEJEJE” R)FEIAKRIE . HEN TN, RIS R ik AR, SRRSO AR K 5128
ZYRIE, b, RSP, RN ENSMTHOR B T T NEWTREARNE, BRI — A
R RIS M A NAAH L, DL ENSR A e RisRIE . G858, #E NRMSREUL, RAIY
R 25 4 3 N DNA B3 AR EIAAME T, DU N SRR T EUAIEI ek 292 55K
e HoTHEIE N =R 6 RIS A8 1, EIZRE L, ATE N S S AAHULECHIR S
Mo 2T LIRSCUNIESE, W BN AR AR AT Wb R JUIRIRBE NAE RSO RIE N, R AR R
TENEH, INEERAAERRIE, 55 NSRRI, $0h NEER S ARA K. R, Az
FNGEMN? ZE ARG N ZERL? DUA Z SEIEYE A 2 AR AR, 7 B8 3 e n PAVEIIE .

3.2. SiANEE

MR AR 5 A, FRATTAT DIRIE NIE 5 B N O 2 B R R AR A4 R B A AT 70 A (S I
1 2)o BTASIFL HARE T ASERE 7AEEE, ATa A sl B i e 5 8 iR s 5%, Ainiff
WHEER A RSN . BiAmE, H— IEAFIIGEM RIS LR KA H B4, H— 573
B KRG W IF FEICE N R G =, AR BOER. ER Y], WS EER R
IEHF T, AAFEERR PV, RN —0F 7T ELE AT, IR, 2008 £5 574,
HEPEAF TR ELCWBE] 7RG, K=, BRI o H R F A E AL IRAT
NEIA . I, EANER ERP IR AE RIERE . AR ] g A A A B N TR
Mt ik, S5GSCYRESE, WD A RIE B P R JLIRMBEANEER IR, RAREAN
HAHKRIEN, A EFTREEARE. R, EEBZ B0, SN 7 RAFET N, HEARE
SKER M AFRE. LR, Xt ST 25 A T

3.3. ZESH
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WA N AEE VAR, TERKII MR8k 292 SHE—RCEN =R EZGHE S LIRS —

Table 1. Physical evidence of case of Yong Kuikui [1]
F 1. EEMERITNERE(1]

P TR T RSP — RSk R 9. — B, — % —Jr— WA %M. T a G ELT, Folfr i o 5 .
BT AR WS B IR AT, . BB A BRI OB LM T BI04 (s
LEGEESAMET . LB, KA ER IR
B TR T E T A BRSO MBI SRR SR T BN SRRACRCA PIABL Sk J 7 0 L 87 0
10, 24 L (AT RALA PR+ 5 b AL, Y 5 AT = R, 0 J e

B B RATIPR. (UM, R ER LI
SR LI S LTSI, ST L SRS L AU LR DNA 578 5 50#

FIESE DNA S — 50 (SRR )
PR T 2 R BT —SU7 i, BN, PUSKTIIR, 4G THORT, e FRR(E St 0 b P 78
WEH — FI IR Skaf Ly I FT WAT U3, FOK b . SERBACHL T IR L7 JEH iR B,
BT R A ML AT . AR T2, 5 MR eI . LA KAL)

Pl ek AR, SR ANAIAS, DR ER KR IS, S I, AU LA, PRI AR
UL, G P BT TSR YR B B0 0.8 om AL 1.8 om BILT, BIAHEF, WA F. A7 FRRILA I F L. 45
FRUAREHB, ABHILE Fi, JFLARIN . SUUBH . LA BF BURRAERT, U NE. &

SR BT, SRR R TET . (AR e T IR
2008 46 1 F 20 FLE2F, (0 BN R ILIAMEI B 200 5 8 RAR— S G831 — = BEIIZE 6 10 7 68 EARIEL— 385
- T RSB T)
AT T INPERIAE RIS i AL T R IRAL B (AR D)
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Table 2. Verbal evidence of case of Yong Kuikui [1]
2. EERERFIIER)

2008 4E 1 H 19 H 11 W, HAMAREEERLLENEKRIEANEELT KRS HE 8 I

gﬁ BT HIE K R P I S A A M. GIEA ST )
oy ST R AR B A B R, B 2B,
L e B R T LR
%% BRI, 3L W e e e 4 T DA
X| 28 :
REWE ALET, I, UET2H— ARENET, WHAY. (EREEmRE T
B H TR, GEA LA )
G2 5 1075 T2 T CL 285 TV T, B4 278 T . GEA M )
SEZE L 2008 FE AT SE— M2 T RIS sk, GEA TR ZAES)
. AT £, (D0t SO BB R T LU
A ks
HHE TR

HPFE S5HE AN OSSR TR RS UG, PURE AR, ER BSOS TR A SR R E, L
T TN B AREA RN FE TR ARE, RHEAKIL, E7 -8B TEITISNSR, BN L HE R
KI5, HMERER L TR 292 SHMEEN =M% E L. (T4, HEE—aEBigaRzibss 7 LAHER)
BARN, AIRIGR R 2 ZHCTHGE G E. (FICEMRE 9 e T i SRS b HAe 8 (s NS Ef it
PR A LA N EREF TR (ERMR, IEAER. ERM. 753 9. REE. HEES)
B AFREZE TR (5 A\ A

RSN T, RIS A HEEIE T, IANIZE T e BIRIREE N 57, 248 T RS E3REL
B MIRLL Hh M EiE. %€, ZIRSEEERAE T RIGREC 2, JFE ok 22 Ry
A%,

WEZ, KERPUEIEAAAE LR . B, DB AR “B 17 MER RS ZE T T RE S Rk
B v O 7 5%, (ER BRI 292 SHE—FICHEE N — =R 6 W 6 LR T (KRS Z o E
NARRNE RS (DL SRR E AT 2R ? XA MIER Bk . 35—, RS B MRS, Hrh—M
FEEmE, Hatdeg SRR AT RRLR. 2, AU ARENEERNAETEEYES 5%
EARHR R A A, R BEUE B 2 2 ek 5 R I K AT e KRB RS T RS A IS, ELIENTIX
— il A EHAIEE I CLAN R IERT . =, SR SCUL R T BAIE B A8 TR A R MABEE AR
S, HEA HAMIERE T LUERZ “F W7 BT SEEANS AR R . HRE S RN RIEBAEH
PEPB[ IR AT TR, SIS, T ATENLOCBOR X AR A R T AN RS S R R I 1R T
AERAS AT IO 255, TOVAI AR RIS 292 SHESRHUIORE T M A RHS R ML SE 1N, RREE SLi%
IRBGTRATIN  (IAE I T TS B . BUA RS JOE T E 2RE TR E E N R RIS R, 2R T
HARRARAG RIKIE1].

LA LB BN B SO IR = K BE L IR, 5 SR VE e i OB VR IR T AR R 378 (14 QIR (Hh RIDAR 5
Mz b, WELT MR BUISAERE SRR RRESEER IR R . £l b, BE Y, BRATHEE S
FRUESRE T F R LR B R g, SBDIREUE DA T A I R L. 55, FRE0FE “iERZ £,
HEE UERZE” REWSAAEREAMEE. NIER “HEME” BAEEUN “PEE07 , RPN
WEREIEE 30 B “ O GRIESR 2 £ (3] AN USRS, MERSIR LY, “IERz
£ BAEAWAA T . EPRIRT, FRECEE IR REARIE IR SOMRF RS E . L IRFAE, XS 3RS 104
SUREARBEATX LG, e SREARZ R B &, IR E IR FSLREsN4]. (HE, FAREHE
i, IRECEEIFAE S EIIRRE . B, ERNESSET, AUV BRI FT UABIR R SUR SO, 120004
SEAR G EAMRNE, JFARE > 2 TR . BA LA Rk T g, 8 A RlVASS B P E H KR
oUEE . HIK, TREULIARERSRON BN R EE SN 10T . JBIRBLIA VLR IO Fia SURENS v il B Bl R it
LR, HELARRNENMIEFENNIH, 52, AMHEMELRES, fREULE R REIEIFEA Z [H
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A R IRl e, (HR IR ASREIE el 5 S A AR G, SEANREUE DI AR A IR R A
UIEN . JCHARAERE I BCE I A B, RS EC A 2@ LA AR B AR N E Rl — 2 b, #51%%
WICIENER—INE, BIEFRSILHES, UEW] W oK o R SCUTBC A A BT A i 20 1 1) A X
K, o FETE 7 AR, EAREIEARIERE . SR, 88U E R BBV FIER R — a3, R
Mt 5 EEATRAE RAUCHES, AT R — € W 54T N FIFEAELE BRI, n) il 2R R, A i3
GEE R IERE Y

4. RBEERERFIRBRPH “F—AERBR” B

CORMESCETARRE, KREESEERYING, VI EREE” [5].

BHHBE A =, WA “taln” ROART “KBEYIE” , LBy &REROR . BT 2@ ik
0 ) JL, AR 5 PESE RIS R “Forensic Science” [61F "o |7 X ERIERERIY, & 1B,
ez R AW AE BRI R BN 5 18 F B mEE sh IS R 7], H RTBRIEER 2 4h,
ERERFE AR SO R MEYIE AT ML . ATEECHRR LS. ROV RIS . BIES K
WIAYNIESESE « RRE TR AVEIARSE . VRl 2, P ENCIR S E . JLIEI E L. JUTRO 3
TR Hrh BPNEROR IR 3 BT 55 2 da R HEORS BARBEAT [/ — g . FATFIE, [F—INE
RSEAE T i R TaE e SR FIR e vE, SR, EVEERMLBA T, AR =ANRR AR 2 AR, 148
FE DLSREL R A B A o Bt 5 2, W% N R I BLAE A — R R 4HE B R B A
1, JFHR® R, WHHBA “NEr—" Mg R SR s, K, REREIE-—IE &5
TREZARHHINT, AW AN H] T8 A EH S ERAKN, 1 HIEZ B ZAAHGE RN A . 9838
TS FRA B O R — A & B WL (Individualization Fallacy) Rl & B I & Y

[d]—i\ &% W.(Individualization Fallacy) & i Saks F1 Koehler WA #8572 1 Jc# i , Frig Rl —l g B W,
RITE A R iE B ME— PR IE LT, N C 7S B R UCHC AR HE T H [F— N g [8]. BEEHARRIESED, RlE=urds
FEVFAT I E B ER R, — TR SRS, BT LR AR )RR, Ak
FEPR b oE 2 G, WR S A AT AR 22U TS, R A 27 4 W () A PR SR sy, )
Z—FEHIFTIEN “CSLRAMN” [9], VEEERMAIAS T 10 J7a] WL —5 .

SR, FATFEE R, CSI AP ETF FHFE—INEB WG, WMAEFUFR, JTLHRMFF
IR IR SR . O 228 AT TIRABEFT, 10 Saks F1 Koehler 4% 1 A itthdig t, KHIC
HEMRINEN “ME—" RN, ME—ERAMERRAE RN E R [8]. Dror BiRIEH, HERIF L
FUER —FREEELZ ERZER, Hrh o An g 52 2 Z 40 K FE AW H IR & 2545 S sz, it
T = A S AR S BRI W[ 10]. 7Rtk b, ZEFHUONEFEIHAT UL P R IE.

#—, [A—\ & & W.(Individualization Fallacy) & H 1l 5 22 AR KN F R 1A Sk BER 540U A PR TV 10 R
Z—, S EARIE TSR, SRR I G il A7 78 T8 RV RE B 2 VA, % 0] R FE I 28 5 1)
“HEFRR TS T RIEIEY] T NSRS S, (EA AR SO

B, WNTZIMEAY, RINEFEEEE. 25N, TEIVMEGRHRE, Y5 H X
—JE b, ATLAREE “wT R, BRI BRI, ol e N, JRRET, e

!“Forensic 1. Used in or suitable to courts of law or public debate <forensic psychiatry>. 2. Phetorical; argumentative <Tietjen’s considera-
ble forensic skills>. 3. Hist. Exterior; foreign. ”See BRYAN GARNER, BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 721 (9th ed. 2009)F & 2= 75t F
Forensic Science [ W« SME LUK & F VR RERFAIE 2 Bl 48 B R A E S, WIS RER: GRIEERFAR AIEMINME)
PEBOERY AR, 2010 5 6 o Xk, EHF U, MTHSTIEARRFBECEGRAMEAKD, “FHEEE” MWK SINER
HRAMIT RIS, R TIRE R EFHEER Ak R SHM S REGEORER, WEEB S B “AVE4EE” 55 “Forensic
Science” AMHKERABCAH B XM, AT 2K BRI E i 02 HoR 58RI RIEMZ 1, ARADE X BB, “SERZE” 1)
PRI S B TP .
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DS LA E T A e, REMEASR I ERRE U RICRE, WS, FATH R
AR RN, 18 AT R T, MRS ARSI R ATV R — Rk, E
Sy C—FhET MR BAR S ERE TT LL SRR I A N A S, BT LB Bk, AT LA kR
BRIt TR GS , FIR 5 3 — S 2 RURABLES . SEWE B A3 (0 0F MR 10 AR e TR, e
TR A S . BEsh, BEERARTTL “OMETEE” , (BRRFREER A “HHRTE 7, AR Y Nk
RE 00 R SR SRAL 2R 22 7] o BT 78 3038 L HEATA8 TEK 2 R KB A0 7 171«

5. &5i8

BT “BEIRG” BEMEH RITCTE A, HERMAIRILIRAT AN, R ICIEHERR AR SR R A T TR IE
A S 35 N SE Sl T A0SR . ASCUAEZERLE NG, ST RAFIEEE ZATIRN 0T, M AR G
JIT S W) < R — N s B L7 ) A T B I R 22 b, EF RV, 15, [F—iA i3 W(Individualization
Fallacy) i A Saks 5 Koehler AR ST SFURIATR A KT HE H, (HHL T S i vl f50 ) 32 M H LA %
AMERZEERFAIEE A E K, ZRREARATER: £, MERERSR, BATHENZNEY &R
WHEAT ] N IR AR, FEBRIR b ARRE [F) — A 28 L 51 R IR AR 2 K I AE RS AL LB, T B AH
KB RRME, BibRRRA.
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