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States to acquit defendants disregarding facts and law. The mechanism inherited from the UK with
the basis of jury independence and judicial democracy had worked well in fighting against colonial
rule and supporting abolition movement in US history. Within the transformation of social ideas,
jury nullification continues to play an important role in adjusting the application of law to meet
public view of justice. The nullification power of criminal juries also has potential deficiencies
such as causing legal nihilism, violating the requirements of judicial specialization, forcing judicial
power to yield to local ideas, as well as aggravating racial confrontation. Accordingly, US judges
tried to restrict jury nullification by means of denying the existence of jury nullification or
concealing it from juries. However, jury nullification still has modern significance of safeguarding
judicial democracy and preventing the government from abusing its power, communicating
legislative and judicial power, and balancing law and humanity, which can provide reference to
China in improving the system of people’s assessors.
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