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[ Abstract| Although the corroboration rules in UK and US share the same origins, they
have evolved into two very different modes. The corroboration rules in UK, originated from its
common law practice, have been basically abolished, whereas those in the United States have
developed into two patterns; rules applicable to rape cases and rules applicable to out-of-court
statements. The former have been basically abrogated, while the latter still exist, even have a
great influence on current judicial practice. China can learn a lot form the evolution of Anglo-A-
merican corroboration rules. More specifically, the comprehensive display and description of the
evidence law ecology in the UK and US can lay a solid foundation for theoretical analysis and
further reform of the corresponding system in China. Moreover, studying the reasons behind and
digging into underlying factors that may have influenced the evolution of corroboration rules in
common law countries can provide China with useful references in the further improvement of its

own corroboration rules.
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