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(1) See Anna Kessler, Excavating Expungement Law: A Comprehensive Approach, Temple Law Review, Vol. 87, 2015,
p-408.

(2] See Clay Calvert, Jerry Bruno, When Cleansing Criminal History Clashes with the First Amendment and Online Journal-
ism; Are Expungement Statutes Irrelevant in the Digital Age, CommLaw Conspectus, Vol. 19, 2010, p. 134.

(3) See Michael H. Jagunic, The Unified Sealed Theory: Updating Ohio’ s Record-Sealing Statute for the Twenty-First Centu-
ry, Cleveland State Law Review, Vol.59, 2011, p. 165.

(4] See Marc A. Franklin, Diane Johnsen, Expunging Criminal Records: Concealment and Dishonesty in an Open Society,
Hofstra Law Review, Vol.9, 1981, p.740.

(5] See Alessandro Corda, More Justice and Less Harm, Reinventing Access to Criminal History Records, Howard Law Jour-
nal, Vol.60, 2016, p.35.

[ 6) See Paul v. Davis, 424 US 693 (1976).

(7) See Michael H. Jagunic, The Unified Sealed Theory, Updating Ohio’ s Record-Sealing Statute for the Twenty-First Centu-
ry, Cleveland State Law Review, Vol.59, 2011, p.179.

(8] See Alessandro Corda, More Justice and Less Harm, Reinventing Access to Criminal History Records, Howard Law Jour-

nal, Vol.60, 2016, p.36.
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(9] See Anna Kessler, Excavating Expungement Law: A Comprehensive Approach, Temple Law Review, Vol. 87, 2015,
p-411.

(10] See Kevin Lapp, American Criminal Record Exceptionalism, Ohio State Journal of Criminal Law, Vol. 14, 2016, p.308.

(11) See Kevin Lapp, American Criminal Record Exceptionalism, Ohio State Journal of Criminal Law, Vol. 14,2016, pp.
318, 310.
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(12) See James B. Jacobs, The Eternal Criminal Record, Harvard University Press, 2015, p. 116.

(13) See Fred C. Zacharias, The Uses and Abuses of Convictions Set Aside Under the Federal Youth Corrections Act, DUKE
Law Review, Vol. 1, 1981, pp.483 —484.

(14) See Alexia Lindley Faraguna, Wiping the Slate, Dirty: The Inadequacies of Expungement as a Solution to the Collateral
Consequences of Federal Convictions, Brook. L. Rev., Vol.82, 2017, p. 968.

(15) See Anna Kessler, Excavating Expungement Law: A Comprehensive Approach, Temple Law Review, Vol. 87, 2015,

p.428.

(16) See Anna Kessler, Excavating Expungement Law: A Comprehensive Approach, Temple Law Review, Vol. 87, 2015,
p.427.

(17) See Kevin Lapp, American Criminal Record Exceptionalism, Ohio State Journal of Criminal Law, Vol. 14, 2016,
p-310.
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(18] See Lahny R. Silva, Clean Slate: Expanding Expungements and Pardons for Non-violent Federal Offenders, U. CIN. L.
REV, Vol.79, 2010, p. 185.

(19) See Rogers v. Slaughter, 469 F.2d 1084, 1085 (5th Cir.1972) (per curiam).

(20) See Alexia Lindley Faraguna, Wiping the Slate, Dirty: The Inadequacies of Expungement as a Solution to the Collateral
Consequences of Federal Convictions, Brook. L. Rev. , Vol. 82, 2017, p.970.

(21) See United States v. Linn, 513 F.2d 925, 927 (10th Cir. 1975).

(22) See Alexia Lindley Faraguna, Wiping the Slate, Dirty: The Inadequacies of Expungement as a Solution to the Collateral
Consequences of Federal Convictions, Brook. L. Rev. , Vol. 82, 2017, pp.974 -975.

(23) See United States v. Schnitzer, 567 F.2d 536, 539 (2d Cir. 1977).

(24) See Alexia Lindley Faraguna, Wiping the Slate, Dirty: The Inadequacies of Expungement as a Solution to the Collateral
Consequences of Federal Convictions, Brook. L. Rev. , Vol.82 (2017), pp.975 —976.
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(26) See Dash Dejarnatt, Changing the Way Adult Convictions are Vacated in Washington State, Seattle Journal For Social
Justice, Vol. 12, 2014, pp. 1051 —1059.

(27) See Amy Shlosberg, Evan J. Mandery & Valerie West, Bennett Callaghan, Expungement and Post-Exoneration Offen-
ding, The Journal of Criminal Law & Criminology, Vol. 104, 2014, p.363.
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(28] See Anna Kessler, Excavating Expungement Law: A Comprehensive Approach, Temple Law Review, Vol. 87, 2015,
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[ Abstract] The US criminal record elimination system is the most representative one in
Western countries. The US position on the elimination of criminal-records has been clearly af-
fected by criminal policies in different periods of time. ‘Although the system under the federal
law and those under the laws of various states are different, most of<thetn impose restrictions on
the elimination of criminal records, and basically allow the elimzination of juvenile criminal re-
cords, the criminal records of defendants whose cases have not been closed with a judgment,
and the criminal records of defendants in wrongly judged cases. There are mainly three modes of
initiating the criminal record elimination,procedure ; initiation at the request of the applicant,
initiation by the judicial authority-2na-initiation according to the government’ s amnesty order.
The embodiments of the legal effect of elimination of criminal record are mainly reflected in four
aspects; deletion or sealing up of criminal records; not regarding the denial of the criminal re-
cords as constituting the crime of perjury; prohibiting the relevant stakeholders from inquiring a-
bout the eliminated criminal records; and recovery of rights. In drawing on the rule of law expe-
rience of elimination of criminal record in the US, China should reconcile the related value con-
flicts, build a full coverage system, establish a reasonable mode, broaden the content of the

system, and improve the safeguard measures.
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