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Abstract : Gourt Hearing Authentication is the neMy emergng thing &fter our country’ s crimina proce
dure law being amended. The quegions alove - mentioned are the quegions of theoretical and practical
val ue that need to be settled urgently &ter our country’ s crimina procedure lawv being amended. The aur
thor makes a preliminary research on egablishing our country’ s court hearing authentication rule. In this
article ,the author bringsforward the view that al evidence should be corroborated at courtroom, namely
authentication in the face of identification of the party , brings forward the new theory that authentication
node and authentication content decide authentication rule.
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