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Abgtract : The procedura standard of proof isa new concept in the criminal procedure , and both of
the procedurd standard of proof and the substantive standard of proof are al important. By com-
paring and anayzing the two standards, and discussng the practical rolesof the two in the crimi-
nal procedures, we can improve the crimina standardsof proof , and emphasze the sgnification of
just and due procedure, and contribute to the procedura civilization.
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