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Abstract: Over the past few decades, a range of external factors have greatly influenced the goals of litigation, the
processes used in trials, and the methods employed in investigating forensic evidence. They have challenged the conven-
tional standards of evidence, such as those pertaining to hearsay evidence and its use in criminal proceedings, mostly due
to concerns and criticisms regarding the intricacy of the exceptions and the veracity of discovered instances. The laws
regarding the admissibility of hearsay evidence in criminal cases are being revised through legislation or legal precedent.
A typical historical development pattern for hearsay evidence legislation involves relaxing the basic limits, introducing
more exceptions, and granting judges greater authority. The modification of regulations for the admission of criminal
hearsay evidence is a manifestation of the reform of laws governing the admissibility of evidence, which is a response
to societal advancements. The evaluation of this reform should be conducted accurately, with a focus on upholding pro-
cedural fairness and safeguarding the legal rights of criminal defendants. Therefore, the reform remains unaltered and

serves as the basis for its ongoing existence and progress.

Key words: Hearsay Rules; Reform of Evidence Rules; Evidence Development Trends
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