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Abstract

The present criminal procedure system of our country does not clearly stipulate the right of re-
pentance of the accused, but the form of the right of repentance exists in the system of leniency of
guilty plea. To ensure the voluntariness of guilty plea of the accused, it is necessary to give them
the right of repentance, and to achieve the reform goal of guilty plea system, it is necessary to im-
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prove the efficiency of litigation. It should be made clear that in the case of guilty plea, even if the
protection of the defendant’s right to regret has a negative impact on improving the efficiency of
the lawsuit, the right to regret is the inalienable basic relief right of the defendant, and the law
must clearly grant the defendant’s right to regret. In view of the contradiction between the two,
this paper combined with 40 cases of judicial practice, from the perspective of empirical research,
the court level proposed that the court of second instance should introduce the Internet + pre-review
conference on the grounds of appeal, and the defendant level proposed to broaden the negotiation
space of the defendant’s plea, so as to achieve an appropriate balance between the two sides of the
contradiction.
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Figure 1. Common judicial views in the judgment documents of the court of second instance
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Figure 2. The final decision of the court of second instance to appeal the guilty plea of the accused
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Figure 3. Comparison of the reasons for appeal after pleading guilty
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