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Abstract: Criminal coercive measures in China have dual function: litigation safeguard and human rights
protection. Phenomena of the function dissimilation or generalization of coercive measures which include pun—
ishment education penalty in advance evidence finding crime prevention etc. should be regulated. The
prospective system improvement of criminal coercive measures in China should focus on realizing the return of
the function of litigation safeguard and human rights protection. According to constitutional practical and
global perspectives coercive measures as a whole should be divided into detention measures and non — deten—
tion measures. Several issues such as realizing the separation between arrest and detection establishing inde—
pendent detention procedure highlighting the investigation into and remedies for detention expanding types of
detection alternative measures and making them into rights improving the residential surveillance system

etc. are also discussed.
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