AERIRZEMAE

KBKR » i W*, X|FFHiFex

AR e — A AT R A N RERI A ATt 4 P BT Sk 22 R gUR L X )«
FVEEER” (miscarriage of justice) ? ASCE BRI NE TR0 & 4 AL AL
MA, HEZPNEAER O ESAESE 2, B 7 EE R IS RS AT 3 I 4 5 =X
1) “MJEIETE”  (subjugated discourses) o A SCE T FE T RlVER R E X, WL TG
Exb e e s BVR, N4 A B “RRR A IIENE” (justice inerror) FRIELSEE
o AIETK, KORIIBFFUR M IE “HEMA”  (routine) JIh LR, M EHTHF 8 ATEE Y
RIFEARSZ B AL . EEXTES R I E SRR FTIN “XL1E1E”  (anti-discourses) o

g

CEMENE AR UR AT 7T, — A RRIE RS, R sk MR R e dR i, BRIE L
YREBCHOE TEJe e Seuk, B0, BTk A RAAAAE 7R R . B, fAAES
NZAF (Mullen, 1986), X AT RgJEix W5 v A M — 2R, ZENE SRR & I IR b ifF
ZJEAT RS IAER, e, ZEPR S A E TR RRER IR EE

XA S TR R FIOE 70 B WAE VR E A S e . w3k (Legalistic)
M5, FOVRRER G RT EVRER RFUNAIRR P, W S e AfR 7k AL el g, 8
2, ANERGRI TR AT S B 2 R AR R . i ¢ (Retrospective) T
DR A FRAT 10323 i AR SR 22 /D B0 (A5 8 SRR AT B IE, tJEIETE AR 2 4L
R E SRR R I B L VRFE T Aok o BRAEES R B SRR R B — 2 I, R HSEE
I bEE, B, REEBHCN “BTiER” (alleged) FIVEHTR.

RN, RSk = ABUR THIX, B AT O RNEE R A 10 H AR RS E JER
A i Efe M ERTUTAUN Y E SONER X TE S 1 e SRR SE B S BRI “ 451 4h

(exceptiona) 1%, X4 SRR ud it Reak i LFf54E (post-appeal) MLHI#ZHERY, H A,
XML 32 BE R R H R 3 &2 5712 (Criminal Cases Review Commission), @

*  HEE@A: KRB AR (Michael Naughton) , Hid, FEMIERKFHEF R AAJEF K
#EH- % 5 E @ (Gregor McLennan) . %4 23744 % (Tom Osborne) . £ # X -4#& & (Steven
Greer) VAR MizE L FAAGERL,
(A BRI EHRRZ: THRAARGNAT B BENEZ RH LMK EEE)  (Redefining
miscarriages of justice: a revived human rights approach to unearth subjugated discourses of wrongful
criminal conviction) —X X% F (EERLFESF L E) (British Journal of Criminology) , #45%,
20054, %24, #165-182W. A TR TR LM, #4 KA A (S FRIRZ EHF
Y o ATGEIFAE T ARBRR B LR, LS T RER G0 A L,
A & T ROA

wx FEEA: WFH, F (1980— ) , THA, FEAARALKFHLIHRTAL,
WAL T EHIREARBH S EFEARAERFHLH LA, #-%: 100038
EMAIL: liujingkun2008@163.com

@D HAMEFEHFEERLHE 542/, # % LCriminal Cases Review Commission, 2004; Royal
Commission on Criminal Justice, 1993: chapter 11; Nobles and Schiff, 2001: 282-283.
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FEREFR AR 2R, )@ S T OOR T RIE RS, AR JE R 1R R R SR 4k 458
KA (Naughton, 2001: 51-52; Nobles and Schiff, 1995: 299) . #Rifi, # 3|yl b
YRERE ORIEVERE ) HERH 1 H 8 (B TH) kB A e R, B A [l ) =y B HE R 4 el
FEJZ B 1 SR e, XEEHEHL Croutinely) JTh EVREIRBESBMEMLTE. KL,
ROERFFHAE B L T8 B8 08 R 4 N R8I R AR P 7E_ EVRIE BT
HERE R R, (B2, IRECRMINMELZE R BN, HAHh, A V2 R Al vk 3= i) R
REAR 2 5GTE,  EXT RSV E TR PTG B B KR e A s B T e 1 T A A RT3 R IRAN 58 3%
(Naughton, 2003; 2004) . X LA A FRATE 6o e 22 R0 gl /K -t X AAAE (R4 1R e SRR, « B
B Cunearth) #@4] (1980: 80-87) Fr& K1 “Xf3Lifif” (anti-discourses) , iX— i
TR I ARAT 2 F AL B AR BRI 7

FIEAT R BT E S 0 TR T I 3 A — AN AR A S PR AE T, AATTIE A
N, AREeim I b S SEAR T AR e SRR VRN, S bR S B R e R0
AT N o XML S R A0 T8 GRRR BV VA e AR AR 3 BRI (RIS,
28 BRI T B R <8 %7 (judicial fallacy) 0. Z prbltntt, FEEHT, “X%
7 (innocence) MFLEAEIR KL L b IR 51 I B AZ O 1) f o 3 B3N AN T2 R 7P
HHE AT AN . FL b, EAERE, WSE DAL B B RIS, &
TP EE AR AR (K S (assertion) , #RIES Lt UIRAT MMM 5 B “H IR
(guilty) 2¢# “JCdRE”  (not guilty) (Davies, Croall and Tyrer, 1998: 12) . {12 A M
¥ (McBarnett , 1981: 12-13) Jr &, MIFURREFIFARY “4XTHIHEY)”  (absolutes)
, MR “{ERH BRI (pragmatics) :

FEFRITE RO RYTFZRFAFELEGIEABES, A —ANRE AN EER
Ao FIEFHGE Y M A TAEATZAE LA, B “ A, 23AA0, AR LA,
MmAETERNGR AL, FRFREN)TREYFIAAFEL LR ELRM “3TFH”
(absolutes) , AN T A E Rk, T, RE R4 EHNESE R T HHHR
o 4B RAEA S % 7T fe A 2 o R GG P A B) AL, MM E B RE A 89iEH. T
% VIR A RAEF B4 TR, AEC2ME THEWIT; B, XE6 A aiAH
THEAGRIEFR, =5 C2HLT k2oL PR,

KR EIRE, (A EAEUR BRI, iS5 BB H HNE TN, BT
Sl 2 TR ERUEARAE, B4, Hb7 R B B RS S R N e e A R T
T, A0SRV S BB B o R B A, 07 JF ORI R R E AR AR, B4, T VEE R
FG A R S 3R E B o . CTERXANE R, FEARESR I T B 192 45 B B
e SR R R E LR R S e IR SOk 22 AN B UR R X TR S R AN AN R
B, AFITF 85 IR 2 S RE e R A R L “CHERR A B AR L IEA RS A IR, 26
oA, JHHE EVREBR R IEAE & EIR ARG EL ETodE. B, RURER 3B EK R
FEREBF M VA BT L TG S SRR e e (safety) , JFEET T
WEHE” (fresh evidence) HIARTEIAE %€ FE# k25 “24” (Criminal Appeal Act, 1995, s2;
Nobles and Schiff, 1995) .

I E K, & TR E O LR U 1) g SRR AE A T R T VR ERIE” (legal
technicalities) 5 ‘EATARUN A& BUAT F TR ZH VR VA KU AOFE e 9720 DRUNAT SO &, X
SR FIFE P R AR AR, A4, e SRR AR S B in DL e A2k 10 07 2t 75 R 2 4

@ BFREBAAFROETRTE, FLTUAESMEBHERR G “RE6” Bk, AN,
feF AT AELEFTERGBTRERS, FLEREREARRFOESPHRELERL. wREFAR
T R EAT RN, WTABCGE R SRk, ARt L R e E Bl R0 8 B3 (see Naughton,
2003b) .



A, XSO EENS R R T, LURERB RIS I AR TR S S F RO AR B
NS LAY, AT V24 AE B = 16 18 B sk W s, B, BRSeghi e JR o R 1
BeE NS ERAR.

BT IR R, ASCHWE T MR EE, I H 90K ITE S e SRR i s sh
WA BITFRMMA T, TR BV T ESL, T SE N4 i « AR i) =
157 (justice in error) FIVEEIRFERE . ASCE eI —F/I LT, HT “HsL LSE” Al
“RRERI EVRE SRR A SERE, BT E CRNERSRT PEAREN . XS N
2 FRATT VR M 3 AT A 22 R K b DX R VR R T R A A ——4E
A, BARFERFE——HIAHKR R FR, EENAITE RN EREE. b, A
BT VU 2 AW AR A R . CLABCH A I AT A, MR T — Rl A8 s
W, BT, AVARSRESTN YN LA E B e, A PTA A e SRR R R, A
NIXEE FIFAS CARY, HE Rkl e R A,

BE, BEE 1998 4 ( ABUEZE) (Human Rights Act) 7S5 8I B, LLABCHIERE
(I 9t B B B R IRAR S E R SR I B IR T o 5, AR SR AR A B RnR A “E
JFEHL”  (governmentality) FUEISHEZL AR I E1E 7 2. X AR 1 3 A &t X 4
RE TR R IE T A TEME, IR 8 A JETE TG R AE Y SR SRS VR 2 AT IR M. A
LR HARTE T, I8 B2 1R AU (P T A0 A e e B B ) R () U8, TR R DM oG
T AR 25 R R DX A R e R R ) SEBR VS LRI RS, AT 0 B D Sk R RIE T R 4
PIEEA o

i) AR IR

1E 1957 4F, T “=AFBEGEMEEANMILFRSS 7 (T, RFERMEB
“IEX” QUSTICE) HZIERRSL,  “ZA Ao B R TIE S JFE A2 IE 5 H R RUR)
(JUSTICE, 1989) . ” ZHLUERINLZH], il 21 L ETHRIURIE R, XEIRL KA
O R R EA R, JF SR IZALRHB . 54, BT Z44U8 TRAIHS, sz
B TAE N AIEEUR, Bk, “IEX” HARE, ZHARMBITHEBEEZ ——AATTRA
BARMZEAME. R, KEMIEREEZHS B ®-FEARRF (Tom Sargant, 7Ei%4H 41
BN 2 JE SR 25 TR K $RH, Bl QA7 7R LS i B 1 AT Re K B R A TAE
» NI BN R E % KR YR A HE (JUSTICE, 1989: 1) o MILJT4G, E3| 1997
EMFERFFEER RS (CCRC) L, “I1EX” HAUATZ FHRE O RTERZEH T
MHENREFED, JFHSTHERERSNSCE, BERPARMABCLEE LG (
JUSTICE, 1994) . 5 b, £ 1997 4 1 HNHERMHERRSWOLZRT, “IEX” A4
BERF RS 22 AR L HUIX () RlE A R R A R E 24 2] (JUSTICE, 1989: 2) .

SRIG,  CIESC” AL M R BEE T 2 R a8 TAE N AR BEIE, F P Kim - AR
FETCVEE S ZH IR BT B S AR RE R R R A TR A . R, 28 o,
1E 7 HEUALER X R B 5 R AFAE Fl R M A R T 2

o AR K 4 F L b W AR 0 E

« A EIRIAACLGY KB

s BEAFTKACLEFF EALERIERK LS

c KT LiFEARAIATAN, 40X 0IRE /T RRRFEERZ; R, A X EH PR

B F RS R TR RN B A4 RS FAMRERAMT K, ZELERFRMERE
o



BRSO AL RATI EIRARAETT TR R Sl E SR RR e RA S
M Hs AT DAERfR . “1E 7 AU IREE e SR T R8N . 7TEF 2 NBE SR iR
NMFERESR, W, BOVERR ARG ARMBAH. B, “1EX7 AL E )
FIVEAR RN S BB BB EN M FE N R, R SR T S B a5 5 R
(R EE Ay 4 T AT FE kB e ], ISR TR 1) 52 36 38 T AU I 5 2 BROBURI AN BB — V4
BOFIE BRI HHE . BRibz b, ZHEER IR 2Rt OB Y3/ ea b
WFE, BT ZEZEIWEENFE SN, HiRERCREZHENXKE. R UL
FEDCT R AR R, RN, A R A BEAAN A A B o B A« E IR
(self-apparent) ##fiE (Naughton, 2004) . 2855 2, HEANRERILTE S AF A7 e SRR
AREIF AR SR AT, B2, AATResn il B AR RN 2 HEH . K E SRR
v DU KL IX I AV T R RMEPE RS20 (40, BT R E R TR R SRR 7, 2000) .

SRIM, IR HE SOy S i — DN EOYEE R g, BRI 4 H
A K E VAR R ) SRR A T OGRS . IR ST, RV IR 52 T i e A
BB I M A T b B VR SR AT . PR R AR E YRR FAEE (CACD) 1)
SRR RIS . B, el ERIETEC AT EK, EREMER E, BHE RS
oA 2R G 2 Rl B RIR e T v i B R 2SS R R, AR UE W Dl R R 2 NS
FIETER “BAMR” EHE (see, for example, INNOCENT, 2004; The Portia Campaign, 2004;
Action Against False Allegations of Abuse, 2004; Merseyside Against Injustice, 2002) . =J7AH
[§ /3 [Z% 714> (The Citizen’s Commission on Scandals in Justice, 2002: 1) fij BHEE T4 T
BIRESK, FRREmARS,  CWIRFEANEE MEVEA EVRER R T AN B VR AT SR
FISE A A EVR, B4, ®irl LU RNEEE R C kA . 7 XA 5 & 740 1),
B, ZB S EAEENR AL — RIS E At . MR, B BACEEAMEE /A
YRERESZ B T BT g SR R 1 EVR, JF HRASEIRTh BVR 25, AT LAy Al
Il e KA. BB, TIRER EIRAN “ R EAIRAAERLLSEE 7, X LLEE TR )E T
B ) A 325K

X ENE R SR R F T S, AR TN RS H AT, WIFRBAERE
BRI ERE L (Greer, 1994: 58) . HULFEN, SARIGEWHEH NN, B LFESREF
RN _E YRR IR S RE R FR YR R A I H R NS B TJESR (for example, Brandon and
Davies, 1973: 19; Baldwin and McConville, 1978: 68-71; Green, 1995: 8; Sanders and Young,
2000: 9) . —MEINR, BHRIIEIES, fEilE ARSI T, Wl S ERITER A
AR FEHE R LTI, LRSI I F ((see, for example, Gillan, 2001;
Goodman, 1999; Foot, 2002; Woffinden, 1998; Nobles and Schiff, 1995: 299) .

BRI, A 5% w1 A R R Bk U 2 BRI TN SR T . X
FIREAEFERR 1 FrA TR B S 22, T 80% HITHI S = A4 H R A2 HH 7 v B o B )
ZAt (Bright and Nicklin, 2002) . [FIfF, SEHERR 1 FFAR AL IS TR R S48, DL TISEETH]
WHRT 4 FERZMRRF R dAh, EHEER 7 Jekg 22 A EUR T X R F s ER R %
FHH RS ST YRR R SRR R AT G, MR TR 2 R RR RV A TR R A
SER 2% E . XHEWE, Ll 2000 o0, BT “IEX AANTAE, A KRR R

@ “iamreyitiE”  (campaigning discourses) F R I FFEA LR KRR EEL FHRETES
B B A L BT A A ME R 09 & £ iR, R EED R L HEANE/HGAMA L, @4EUnited Against
Injustice, the federal system of miscarriage of justice groups and organisations, such as Miscarriages of Justice
Organisation (MOJO), Innocent, Merseyside Against Injustice (MAI) and South Wales Liberty (SWL). Fl&, it
5% % E X 209 R /) B4k, #4=JUSTICE and Liberty. esb, i@ 36005 1 5] ik B iR A 5 B4R Z ] 3T
AT B 8948 £ TR, #4eMiscarriages of Justice UK.

@ LR, WhiEiESRE LI F RiEEAEERARE R i, REEEA R L0 A RK,
WALIT K Fef K KA A H X B IR T it



7] R FRIRTE S0 BT B et SR A S 22 RN R b X T e R 1) 0.5% . Z firbhdnitk, &
FURMT, KR HEEET 2000 SEEF AT YRR AT (e Rk 2 1, R 24.9%(10 4
T A, PR R FIIRZ Dy 2 4 (24.2 4~ ) (Home Office, 2001: 20-21;
157) .

SXof 0 2 e o 3088 [ R SV B 1) 5 R R AT VRVR BT R B I VRS, NE R
AR A FIEE R o KT TR X0 1 7792 B 1 52 FRAR AR I8 [ e e o BRI S, thod
WA EER R M, e SRR B Dl B, 8B EROEE O R E
R AT BIRGFI0E Sobr &, IR BSOS 22 AR X, X8 BIFR AT REREALCA “IE 15
FSZHL”  (carriage of justice) [Mbrdi. XEEFFHANERG A S L2 E (safeguards)
PV EARAATIL, 322 5 LR ORGP LT S5 1% € TR LI EAAR (see, for example, Pattenden, 1996:
57-58) .

MER, MNFEANEE S uE, bR e TR T B R [ TR vk B R 1 Rk R
IE A B AR &, R, FEDERS S AEUR LXK, T B R SR 0 2 N AGR
FHERROE . (A, WFERF R H AR RO S —FF, BT EFEbRE, #8LLse
TE SR R0 22 42 BAAN S T3 el o (5 T, I BLAUAE 4 I A0 A B I 6 2001 < e
FEEL” o @D FNERT IR IS AU R & T LR Z G IR i f, AR L E N EKE
B TNA . BbAh, RN FE R R D BB AME T W S AR 3 T eRi. AT, @
SRR A . AT ELEE SRS 22 R R R X R AR R DL X SRR K R R
——IX L AR B AN IE SR DAL A G o, AT YRR 9 b R AR R 2
SR Z BRI . 5 RIS, B P S A 2R O 2 O B R e T S e A )
HVFSRA-FI8 10 24, AL R, AR H B R B TR ik B A ] T 292 g v 2 1)
FRIh BUREAE R A 5000 R A . (Rl AN AU T RE BT H AT RT R AR AR R T SR
)£ E T 2 % (Naughton, 2003a) .

KIEAR TR, “EL HAWBREEE CERRA mat. FENRE], “IEX” H
U N TR R SR 7L T — D RGNV, T FTE 5 BUE AT o LA AT
o ACWIEARTGK, BLLERT “HET RS SRE T EAS R IIR VR BT R AR TR E
WE IR 2T, AP “I T BRSSP BUF I RIh HiR” B R 2
LA RS TN RE RGN 2 . i, (1984 EE SN SRS %) (PACE
YIEXHE 1B (U AR e N\ S5 TR — R AU BEORRE,  IX S MR PRV e
KU TE 0 HESERF A (Confait Affair) | if i 221 ) R IR HAOHEPE (see Price and
Caplan, 1976; Kettle, 1979; Price, 1985) . #{f4g45IU N %A+ (Guildford Four, see May, 1994
) HBES NELE (Birmingham Six, see Mullin, 1986) . LUK D& & #r%f: (Maguires

see Kee, 1986) I FUFELEARFROGF RAEZERL, HHULT 51 R ML PS80 7R 2 R i &
TR AL, XA TR R e SR RS SR RO AR P R R .

PRI, st w2 % ) 2 ATV BT B 1) ) O EANTE e IR S L i iR, Bl
A FLR S MR IE T EAMUAOGERE T BFE SR IS fF, FH P42 L)
ANEBCE N T, CEATRRET OB, AN O SRS 22 A BUR L XA B R e TR
—/NBamc. BAEZ, EMNFRMHEER RSB HINFINE, GET5 0 iR
o EYRE SRR 145 EA, MM R, fE 2001 4F, &ERAE 1,349,673 L%
PR T R SRRk, B TARRAIELRACH 0.001, [Htt, BEANEEARGE LRGSR AT
4& (Naughton, 2003a) o IXHLfF155E R 2 GE R 0B KU in] LAk T B PR HAL . (RIS, IX
WFEVGE IR T EIAE, B, TR HHR & R ki 52 35 3 18 2 ) ™ E A Fi s, A
RIS F B R A A TN



FRERHAFTIEH

FRAIEIEHA A T F L BRI R SRR A E R E R, SRR, BT AR
FA ORI 70 38 1 B 4% B8 I 7 oy th B R VA AR R I, (HUE, XM SRR A B TR AR
Mo WFEICHEFRE S, WK (Walker, 1993: 2) FlkEE /K (Greer , 1994: 59) ,
OB (WA EZR D /T, “FNERR”  (miscarriage) 18 ORBEHLRL T
“THFEaE]7%”  Ceriminal justice) FIFE. LB TUERALA, $Koe (1993) FIAEE /K (1994
) FERE T AT 0T, AR, X “FINE” (justice) KM, AN “FNEHRT (
miscarriage) R0, %@ DRI, IR E s 5 T

Kod (1993) Mk BAE T, Z/AMBURIIEN BEKR,  “R%” ¥ &0 E g ——
T MR R BRI . BARBIRHHEE RGNS, Ky (1993:3) FRH, fEHH.
RERIS, “AIEM” Gust) FRETE RS E AR BOR] DL R A IR

“ BUR AL B9 BRIT A2 TN BT R, e R AR A MRS A A B AI R H T AL
AAAARIBA], IR2, FRAIM R GARE R EOHRE, mLFELE TR
FHME, 7

Rk, “—BBUF (BEEBURHUD ZIE 7AMERIBCR” ] LAy a3 iR 1 2
JRAK 2 f74E (Walker, 1993: 5) o 15X AT E K 52 34 B0 T 5 1 JE 235 TN (1 JR ik
» R TR s, Jf H sz by DLl iR 5 % . AR1,  lanik s (
1993: HFE, BIER N RHSCHE 7 ABARAT Y, A ARIR B T AN TE 23 AR I 1 B0 5 £
e R, IXRMEIEAR T LA RIE 145 BCR]

CRREFHABRES;ALEEEARORE AL T HKLEH (on a
technicality) A& L FHFXIHE. Am, RATHRIBIE R ETARBEO T FRE, &
HTERBESAEESEFA S TARAS LGS EN, FELTRIERIEF ZEWER, #155
NS KA P08, FRARTHERMESES I/, £EFHET R RRA AR
HRGEEME R BB, MO, PEIAFTE LR EIERT EAMRTA, wRERL
T AREA TR MY IENE R E R RERAEHER S LI 09 iE B Ml & F 8k, AR A, 7T AN
HalikEiEk L R A, 7

XIFAAL R DS E S 8. W2 mEE TR # A FEX R, B, 4
XTSI A R A A E SRR AT RE A B R VR A R . B, RS Rl R = N R A (C
Cardiff Three , British Broadcasting Company, 2000) {5 JEH ki, ZREWMEIEL, Libk
Fe 5 OK BN SRR MR E R IR R R E S, SR EARA MR (
irrelevant) o R A TAERYSRIE M (fih 8 22 (R [A]— [l @ 4 v 7] 300 AR (845 11 ] &5 2R
ek TUEHER ) (cited Green, 1995: 77) o FAURIHI T2 EIFERE I SEEERGEY M25 =
NZEAF e Rk e i B A, B, “XIEAEREMATZ LHEHE "  (cited Norman,
2001) ©. WbAN, VEBEERUEEAD BLA PR R SR FR . BURVE BRI S E AN G
HERARTE RS, MR dNE BIF AF SR ARTZERA L.

CERRATRKELIFARTAR: MAMMKER BR AN L M. FAALK, XTH
REANHE, R, o RIRE], M FRMEF 69N ER AR AL IZA A 7 R R 69 EiF
HRAEZG XIS, R4, EAMERTAEAEMR. LR EHAH FAANEFHIH L

® #% (Norman , 2001)#2 % T —ANH ARG FIA, BF, R EiFEIRe R T HERHIM5 IG5
AT, RSB R FRERE AR EF?



o RF AR RN E, o R F A BRI 3 R R s RGEEALN SR AL i B E
W, A, FFAAN A BEHEBEBRM. (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal

Division) Decisions, 1997) ”

M EE R (1994) AKX EITE A HIAEZE 2 R8s RVERNRBES 1 & . SRR, AhX 53
T O“ARIEMFETEEYL”  (unjustified convictions) LAz “ANIEY4HbHEE T ()& SEdk”  (
unjustified avoidance of conviction) . XFhIX7-JEH A BT H# “A N IEMLIEEIR” (
unjust acquittals) 5 “ANAIEREIEFDL”  (unjust convictions) 2 [A] X 5, XA X il &
el Gem) AR i) A P AR i 2 e R . XE BT, “AAEMEIRER” HFAERE
R L ik A LR 5 (0 R VR R BT S BN AR IE o 3T SRR TS, TR Rk —
HIX T “45K” Cstructure) A1 “HLK)”  Cagency) , FFHARH, "EAHRIFAUCK B
TANEMENR S RBEE N, SRR, AT R RIE T F FE R A AT IS (EE
Fre CHET, EHERNE RGNS ER T T B A R LR A B 0 r e R BRI R, ik
KRR PN LLE H, MR, AR SRS (1 =) V2 R B 0N B R IR TR E ML B R
IR EBEAT N 7 (Greer, 1994: 63) S22 TUCFLA, /R (1994: 74) R45i8H, %
FUAE T T EIFRIRNIAT T, PEATNES R A S E 2 0, BExd 3 B Io IR Mkt o5 5
HH 18 TR S H A i — Rl 2

“HFR ER RSB R BRE, IR F SRR E S ERNZ R,
R R A6 8) k4R W X “TRESWANE T FHRE” CRTER A L ifinfe
By 8is, R RTINS T AR E LR FRE) AR SRR EL T FH L
CR T SR A G ihFe i ML 69 8018 F1F 5 . RABMFF 85425, RE L 6 F R
K EARA LAAA . AREEIR) , BB AS L RAG S AR T, PlAe iR e PEIA L
AR E Ty i BARAE GG IEAE YIRS . 7

IRTEATAS R ER Y mlEE IR I e X, IX PP 22l T DB g N 2158 S 2 KA ST 2
T, B CPRIRERIRHAE T IEM. 7 TGRS, XL RER R RAEVEERET 2 F A
YA HEE R OB W eI e A . A, RINERS R SR S VT 22 BUR AL (1) S e ik
R REUFIR ST IASE " (Walker, 1993: 6) o AHRHL, BPffi2 “IET 5 2E BB (
see Green, 20000 , JHIHAEERSGHE BB H OFfE (B SLbr i) 5t A 5E
FIJU TR GRSE N 28 2 LAk, WARESEBUX P SE I IE 291k, Rk, ta] AR AR R w] ke iR
X 5k AT DA B ol E 5 R e R A ) R R I SRR o I 2 5K 15 B P IS IR £
ZE 4> (Home Office Compensation Unit) [13CHF, FAWIRIER “wliEesiR” o k4,
B 0 i SRR SE I ) BRI 32 A AR AU . SRAS I EE AR (see, for example,
Criminal Justice Act, 1988; Dyer, 2001; Walsh, 2001) -

Ak, DLABCR G TR ARG B T 5 78 7 M 3R AR m VA R . REE AR 4R
MIFE, KRR R R I R A W T R BT w1k R IS ERR T (A, 2 At
IR RN A EM. RN, PAABCNEAE T AR B FES, B, RFeEr
T FE R GUIS R AT RE = A BRnS . WikS A/ & i e, AR MERE _EYREY BUR IhHb
AR e SRR

KRB FEIE R R Y, TR e SRR, n 07 AN G b 43 BT B RT B R 7
R FN/E R D) RIS R 2R, ZE TR IR BRI A SO = &, b Tk se s Bk Hir. 28
MM, ARSCA] LATRT ZE AR W AT (0T S w28 e A D a2 e 50 R 110 S e A o B 1 i)
B ML A AH S e S R D R R RIS R 2, AT AR N I 20 AT 12 0] R ] R B AT IR RIS
X ) ARG R AIFEZR AN (time loss rule) ST, ARFEIZIN], #egRM TR0
BINRE], BT B & R RE SIS I R, SR SR M A TR A o K THURIE U £ 52 1
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TET, WG TBLLET 0 22 T0 B b 1 R 1 B BTN PR ) e A o S S 2R B 2 4G (JUSTICE,
1994:7) .

F—AMBHERE 1996 £ (HIFRT 5HEER) (CPIA) , ATLLCH, ZERIGIANT
— MNP HRERE RS, Tz S R (CPS) LUK P R M o LA
EMR. W52, MPUHIVFASIE B SIFEASIEME 1996 4 (HFHET 5MEERE) MER
AT VEREIE. ZERT BRI RSB, LREFRENERILEN “Hiz
7, HRATRE TGRS A AR A XU B R AR (Taylor, 2001) o WANTR S (Woffinden, 1999
VTS, BB NBEBHTIHAB A T 2/ kR, XS B T30A NAIRZ A JRiatt
BE AR BIH R

FNVEES R RESR I GRS . MRS B & HZZ 5 (see Baldwin and McConville,
1977) « CLEFTBRIMERAE 5 (Hill, 2001; Wilson, 2001) , X S Al I B350 B 23
KREIACTEAT A N TR S B — BRI RAS S, 29 MO TR Sl T H R

5 i —/MINE R T S A i AR 2 “ T PEPEAL 7 Cpredictive test) , JHISR 44
A 23 D 208 2 B T _E 92 B Gn o] 75 52 38 B R AR A BB RS, 7R LB R B Y
BTN, fBo AL, fEIXEIEL T, "L, T R4 A 25 A 2 i B o e 4
BUER A, FR RS T HIEARAIEF ARG, AMEE 7 BRI AR E) FN5%
A CABGER) BIFE (James et al, 2000: 143-146) o W15y 1 i K 5 v At ff 2 DR 22
AR b DR 5 5 SRR R, 0 SR 28R 7 i) A N BT 2 o R IME 1595
IS, X i A, A B S R T AR B TR SR, SR T DB R A 7L
PEAT, IXECHHR A S AAAERIR, TEVER AR RS 22 R BUR X RV 1R S R 1 e R ]

=K
Ao

DN SE- 3T : 00 iz e R oL EES

1998 4 ( ABUGEZE) (HRA) T 2000 4 10 A 2 HTESAE 22 FIEUR THbIX V2R 2, X4
58 7 AR R ) SR LA IR DG S FV B R AE I /7. 2 B bhdndk, FEEHF
FEIRTL (1993) Ak H /R (1994) JFJE M5, ARLeAs B LUR AL A BB dr 50t e S
PRSI VRIS, 75 AR AS 4 0 T ki 0 B8 17 (R BRI AU BE g AT s 8. Dy 13
YRR E R, MEANFERRA R E ARG T, I BT 02 — R BRI 1)
PR#AIPERIE (see European Court of Human Rights, 2004) .

SR, HAET, "NEHHREE NSRRGSR R 2g s . X2l T (ABER) 24
B T JE[E T 1951 EHLHEm) CRRIMARLZE Y, I H A B 70 02 40 N 30 59A% 2= Fl g R 1
X E PNz . CEE, TR, CABUEZR) AMUBRRE A A 4, i ELRESS
PRAEEE Z I N PoE SR r, MM — PR &k 2 1A IEFR B (see, for example, Taylor,
20000 o Lk, WWESKENE, (ABUEZR) BRSO “HEREMER” © “AR
TALIBRAE” « “ N IERNEIRAES N AR R ER 27 o

CABUGE R FTEREMSAE T FIFE A RNER R IR RS, R AR 15 SRS LS
» RABEA R R A S AT, W R BIEE R 8 FR AR ISR AT el /i, CAAL
ER) MRS — LR E L. REAERTER I, (ABGEER) (1998, s3) f—ANHE

D AR THAZE, FRRRGFER L, RREfAE REZMBK 6 2 E M b b 24 F
(BRMAREE) A XBAF= g g4 XA, for example, see Hope, L. (2000) ‘Rights of passage’ The
Guardian October 9.
@ (EHAREFE) FL25H 0 S ER M, 127, ZEARZHATET (ARGEE) (1998) &
41345, see Palmer, S. (2000) ‘Rights the UK won’t give’ The Guardian November 22,
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BT KBNS IAT RS — A AL P 2 I e s ph im i, RZE CABGER) B
A3 LG, Bt 20 DA — Fh B % 15 2 B b Bt e I BCRIAE e 10 7 A LUOE A o AH R
s W BT e SRR A I T R, ABGE R B A Rl R K2, 3K e AN A
BUAETR S R1VE R G AR RIER BT 75 1h0, 1 ELAAIRAEAH B 1) STAE 7 1

WIER BE S UIE B A 18 TR LR T VAT R, R SEI RO R IR 32 5 3 R AAEURT TR
HRMEAE, (A2, BUFFFASE AR MR IE 93 & 534F (Hansard, 1999) . ¥
FENR T 10 /0, F BARIUAE SEIL D B R 32 8 I AMEJZ T, X885 3 X BB ULy
WL, RS EUE S LA RPN, JF HL 325K B I S O R 1R S TR R R R ST
(see, for example, Whelan, 1998) . #R1fi, X% i@ MELAZER, Mk, WTFRE2H2F
HRISRRET S, AATFTEZ AR IE G DR BIR R, ERZELT, BAEAESN
AR BT

SR, CABGEZ) Exhix i dse gt 7ol R s 2, 1N CABUER) — A EE
R (1998, s6) , BHlE, WR “AIMFET B3 BT ALIRTTPAEAAME” IR —Fh
HRBRMEMNRFMEE “AHAFERT IR TE” . Ba, K72 “dREm”
Cunlawfub) o R4 CABGEZR) 5 s6(6) 5K 2 e, WAL MR B A Y 51 RAFLE
“CEEERAT N (omission) , BUE “REELIR”  (failure to act) —Fi 5 28 55 BT il e HIBLUR| Al
Al “MAFEGRATAITRTAE” , B4, KT RIREE “HRER7 o IR S e 0 ARk
Ry R AR R s, DA A SN, kR, ERE . 5, MRS, DL
FRIR T IR EEH LA ) G, PR R it i C ABUGEZE) TR 5TAT . X SE e b x AR Le i
TA NI ER ST IR AN P A 5200, 8 G AA N AR DA R IR S AT BT A L A8 Al A 7 2
o
BONETNE, B CABGEZR) FE (1998, s6) , Ji & T E oA e AT st il 4T
A B VEAT NAIARI ST (vicariously liable) , #:52, AR RN E U 2 AT A A&H
F2E T X&ME B4 EiBELE Lister and Other v Hesley Hall Ltd 2814 3% e i WL o
IER T LA, BARTZ, TERHEE I 7N 250 5 5 S i v R AR AT AR 5T . (E
R, IR % ) R R A A B Ak, AR E SR AT N HERR TR G R
Z Ak INIASTE S bR A FIX i R R EAT A PRI 5T E . T et figie, Filbi
M DG R A P STt IR AT O 45 R BB 2 e T 75 T AT IR ST 2 18] “ORBRII P Sk (C
closeness of the connection) .

AR “ORBRIIETE” MR BV VA B WG, 25015 2, WA BRI R
AMAT R BIF TAEMERBEE R iEdE, S8 TR SRR, Ba, MR AR
EEYIRE, BAHERNE AR FEAMESE, JFAHRmEh= 635 XFHEE
AR AL IR T ) ST . AlVRENR I 2 FH & A AR S R L R G A E, G
Z50 AR B AU AR L S SRR R I ENE RGN LA N R ENE AT, HAT, g
ZEHFRMNFERERGN TR E ALY/ IR RS T REE R, ZA YRR
RERBRZE AT IERE TR 5, AR FEERINAE, £ 5%
Z R, R T AR E X SRR 1 T VR, A TG IE A BRI X 4, i EL
58 4 — PN FE 1B 2

\

A g

FE “MREE"

SR TR R, AERTHR AL T S A ENG T H, B i E E R e JR SE IR b
PRI 32 EH PN SO ok, AT SE N 7e 70 s BR AR A e SRR o AR 1 2 A
A A 10 O A Tk AT RERLZ 5K, BT TR AR 5 X 55 (0B 14t
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B——T0IR R SR Z T )8 e AT R TR ). X B ER GEE) AR5 X
[ ——AE A S SEA NAT A “ S H#E” (productive) 534 “01i&# ” (constitutive
) ——Z Al H50 (Foucault, 1977: 194) . J{UIAEH] (1977:24) s, A ottoxhifE
IR S B DR S N 2 5 B AU R I T a1

“BA A EFIR GFRALEE T 4R B R mE iR, LR H T 4R 8 A
R R Fin) ) FesniR AR A E A T e B AR S IR 0 A F Mk BRI A
A #B, BB, RAETEIR AR iR At g £ 2,

AR, AR IR IS 5L G AL 2 — BUA WUSAAEAR R 22 5, 491l gE A i 76 (R 4
HY (1991 HEARFIM . BIIFEA TR R ECEBERRT “H06 7, AU
AT “EPXS AR FEA A AL B AR BT i) X 55 80E BRI 7 (Foucault, 1977: 27) « A%,
RN,  “BI7, BiEE “BURT, HAMUGEEE XN §E BN SG, Fe b, AR
KIRAR BN o ALTEAERT B, MEN Y IR SRR “ BUEETE”  (governmental
rationality) 541~ FIRBIAMHR, B, “HuiRE 7 0 “HGiaE T ATMA BT W
A “EBUMGEL”  (mentalities of ‘government’) HIAZOHRFIE A UK A E R FEE
s HR AR GUIR H A GLIA A AR B R IX — i 5t R THE AR (Foucault, 1991: 100;
Gordon, 1991: 3) .

XA R GE R A CHFAEE T, e o 2 T 0y B AR 5 R 15 B B 1
P (Foucault, 1991: 100) . IXHHGRTHIALH) “Siit3PE”  (statistical rationality) , iX#
Guit BRI RIFERESE “BUR” X “ER BT A, ATITEAR R F 3 R B SR AR, T
B RV R PR AR R (see, for example, Hunt & Wickham, 1994: 27; Foucault,
1991:96) .

W R BARIZME, BUOIBURF I 2RO 2 32 9 15 18 BT s 0 LMk 45§ 5 Hoxf Sr i 2
EEFIMEER. R, BRI NR BN AL T 4L 2 P EAH AR A
f) “J1ERZR” (force relations) (cf. Foucault, 1979: 93-94) . AUJJHIATRENE “ 447 (
conditions) 5L FAFEIXFI K RIIBIARA: XEHEKRM}FF. W FE. A
AR AL RS . B, A TATA S G R AR ERAAGR BT S IR g5 R (
Foucault, 1979: 94) . AHMNHE, AU R FEHUH FRE P K F] “9ng”  (tactics) HIEIiE
s I HL 7R B I e AN [R] R R RS P U — SO R o — R S 2 SR 00 AR THT I R P Y
Hilgo Rk, AR — R PUE RS, AMEUR A4 — B 5. Flin, HK
ANERIVIEAHT WS (art) DIRAE T DSBS (cf. Smart, 1988: 122) . X
A7 LT RS E T TR T, A HARI R Retg “ T4 (Foucault, 1979:
95) .

S TARRT AL, ERFIEEREA FE T gt e, It B SEO1AT AR
WAERI R . WSR2 R A B A T SRR I T ST, BT S B B 24 SR H A5
FRAATRIGFPE, PR RERS A MU FERNR IO, (2, ST e 2 T X 4ME
TERBERE, PG, EATHT RS IR R e R T IS B e GO o T8k, IX M A
AT BT b B ) R, 1T EAR I A 52 5 RS I . O T R R e e L,
SR AN E SRR SRR D) BRI ST HE DL, SREE PR RS ] — N T IE S )« H]
FERARBLE” ——— RPN LIS, AN 5 L Hh 10 B A R e FE AR i) S A L

XL S AEE AP SRV R 1) R ) BRI ——1X — AT D i 2l BRI
PRI R: T B SRS  Z EFH @I 20 AR RS LB SRR R
DA SRR B 22 A1 i 64T 140 #r- (Naughton, 2003; 2004)
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A K% 0] BT REAT AR 22 m) AR A P — Rt R A R R B LR WD AR A BT
& (1980: 80-81) , IT4EK, FTEM “MJEAIAN”  (subjugated knowledges) X #-FhsHY
) “XfILiEE " (anti-discourse) JFGR &A% BRI, IR 1 2 1 AR R
s SRV RARIEE A 7y, M CEXE OB . RERR R . R R I
FREFAE R T AR B TR0 o FRATT AT DA i oy o 7 QB X B 2R R R0l . — D7, el
JET “RARICSE, YEFET REMERIARNE, (H2 9 D5k (B0 8 2%
), [FIEE, RN E], X AR IR BRI SR AR D AR R R k. 7
(Foucault, 1980: 82)

SR, H—J7 1, #Ef (1980:82) thHigH, @ TABAIHE, FRATR 3 ff A — L8
HG, BEREBEEME X LETREAER—RFHE, B, —BEMITIE. RrE
I HIR, XL RTRFEA L LS8 U AR 55 B R A R VR RAUESLIAIR, XL
BT BN R SE AR R IR, oK Beak B FIUH A UK P B B FR R . KX R E 5
PR—— TR B ) RSB AR S TR EEE AR . G K ARG RS TE —— B R
ER BB, WAE T AT B e “ A g s il Chistorical knowledge of
struggles)  (Foucault, 1980: 83 original emphasis) . #&E#] ((1980: 83) A N: “IEIREME
b A DA R AN TE K PRI AT, AR AR L SR, X s AR R e N RR I 2
VIR LGRS R AR T 5 I F IR AN “BES 7 Ctunion’) AT SRR, FER
Z HoRIE AT, AEIC SR I L R [F] I EH R L&A 2E 47 (Foucault, 1980: 83) .« Bt
fEF] (1980: 82-87) JIT &, AT AE&KMNEFRI i A7 S, HA R T R
P S i W VAE I B el NI (A1l S RO W b s e e LY DAY AR N VT o a2

FE ] SR O TR (1980) 54X w] VR FE % ] I A SORN 1 18 T FE 1Ak
Ko BAEENMM. BT RSEWEE, XL EE s E T PiEiE e T &8 H ok
P B AN/ E I RICR A AT W (FRmiEE) BAMRKM LI, IRATE LB A ER
T E R IR A 158 SRR A (I HI AL, X — 5 T A5 BB XA 15 2 5B B A S 1 BT
EVRBIIIIE . X EETE SRR A (AT AT SIS F E WS, B, REER IR AN 2 — e
SMRETE, T AR, N, RS AR AT A e 1R R e TR A . AR
FErg =M BUR LI, D EVRIEAAE T B AR5 T, T I g w0 A 1) A ARR AR
, WE 2, ANEEREERASOTRE AR E . AHNH, A RBRAT B TV R ) R R
T EAN AN VR B AL K b 5 SRR 7 R AR AR AL, B4, AT o dr s R A7
b, Bk, WRARSH. M T, A7 E g R R R, R HE
KT LI EYRRIZA o X HUONVE AR 52 3 B IR AR AL o it 1 410w
AR S 4 A SRR TR B A, RO L 4R H AT MR 2 5 2R R AU RS
XEBhZ T

% i

BRI R i SRR AL, ASSCIB# 2 “ 1R 7 AL23E 1957 SRRl iES
IR ) L SE TR RE S, AN A T ZoE O E HLRE TS R BLAI BN . PR AR AE S R R A
NIES RS

MBELUE, BEEIZARAERIBCE 0 S mlR A UR IR ) i A AR S T 1 AR AL B AR 283
A0 P 0 i - EL S B AR AT BR A e 2 B VRS, X ARG I b V)5 SR Fe HLA SE B
R EVR, RIS AR BB R IS ARt . B S, HAT,  RHAER U
T RT S I E A & B s Sk () 0.5% 7o RIS, EDEM& 2 RBUR L HLIX, 4F
RE NS IH L H B URRR PP € R R e SRR F R BB U T it 2 2, W, X
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ZHEHHIFRBEUEM RE. Bk, HHTA SRR W KB R A . Bk,
X TR AT BE g VR VAR P 40U e SRR R I RVE R IR 2 A E . AT AR
RYARRZERS Pt oo - EIRR I

SF BT, ASCES QR T T BRI ) H 5 A DA A (14 73 #r 2 %
o AR, CABUER) 9l 17 BLABOSEERL I E SCROARSSYE,  [FIF,  F AT RS A 0 20k
FIrA 1 52 SRk 1D _ BRI R IR, TEiR il BRI EUR AR SR B3R, X
HUAEAS L B AR AT B S AL K w1 R B R GUPERHR BN BT SO 2 e BeAh,
AR FER A 5 SO R Y, BRATTAR S A 6 BRI L8 5 B ] VR A R AN s 18 1 i 2
VR B R e SRR IR SRR ISR T E T

AT 3 T S L B i A AR BRI BRI T 53 8k A= I S35, AT REs 2t
B R RN R M R RS . AR, R, BATHN HEEE], BN
BUEZD) » &2 (IMABUES) » #ARBEM T 3 N R AR BB i, AT 38 S iy
ANEEHR N2 HE . M, EIREIUE 7 I E BRI SRR A 2 5 A8 e LR R DA
LSRR, Bln, 55 =2 P e 10 S S2 I AN NGB BCE A7 B A% X0 R 18 B 1 1)
(IR 25 T2 B RILE (10 G 52 A28 Jl AN 30 B (R 585 /N 2% B RILE (R4 280 2 L o T AAOR
PRk, o9 7KSE CABEEZD 1 (IMABER) e B, MLk H R FNARIRZH
BB FENTIRY], ARG AR P AR 218 2R A0 .

AT T ZEH LT A R AR IR R g R AN B i W RERE AT 1
L. FRATRTCARBEIHR I “ %" AT A L AESR, [, Bxd “HfiRT i eis”
TP REREAIE L L . ASCIRH, B1XF AT I ARAS BIORVE (0 mIVE R R R R L, 5 2T J
BB RIRTTT, DI, FRATIN 2SR AX SEARE A SRR R G R T [, dEIE
AT R R AR IR A8, FATTHENS MY 5 2 AR R R R GTIAE L A0 R PRI FE A0
i, RIE TR OE SR IVBUIR, OBk TR R SRS RRE B LA T2 A R
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