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Abstract: sme elanents in congtitutional requirementsin criminal lav do not play the role of providing the
basis for illegitmacy and regonsibility, but of helping the classification of offencesonly. This kind of elanents
is called aperficial elenentsof congtitutional requiraments the reaonable certainty of which isof great meaning
o catch the relations betveen crimes, intempret the cognition errorsof facts deal with the phenamenon of accom-
plice auplusand <ttle the casesof non liquet Itwill not violate the principle of* nullum crimen sine lege, nul-
la poena sine lege” when the concept of auperficial elanentsof congtitutional requiraments is accepted
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