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[ Abstract] In the process of judicial review, the Supreme Court of Warren did all it
could to give broad interpretation to the Constitution, so as guarantee the suspect’ s fundamental
rights, such as the right to keep silence, the right to apply for the suppression of illegal evi-
dence, and the right to legal assistance. The purposes of Warren Court’ s judicial practice were
to uphold the stability of the Federation, to promote the development of a limited and law-abid-
ing government, to prevent the violation of civil rights in the administration of criminal justice,
so as to better respond to the racial equality movement of that time. The anti-racism movement
had exerted an indirect impact on Warren Court’ s case law. Generally speaking, the Criminal
Procedure Revolution launched by Warren Court had failed, at least partially, for a number of
reasons, including inconsistency in its case law, defects in judicial philosophy, and improper
attempt to make rules on law enforcement for the police. China should draw on Warren Court’
s experience in the reasonable determination of the role of judges and, while pursuing justice in
individual cases, seek reform opportunities to alleviate the conflicts between individual rights
and public safety, so as to create better conditions for the safeguarding of the litigation rights of

criminal defendants.
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