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Abstract: Based on whether the discussion of civil law theory issues is directly related to the design and
application of the rules of civil law civil law theory issues can be divided into civil law issues and pure civil
law theory issues. Many issues being focused on and discussed by civil law scholars are pure civil law theory
issues which primarily incorporate the judgment about facts the judgment about values and the choice of in—
terpretations. The classification of civil legal facts is an issue of the choice of interpretations and Chinese civil
law scholars hold three different theories which are the detailed distinguishment theory the brief distinguish—
ment theory and the compromise theory. If all these theories are intrinsically logical and according with aca—
demic explanatory standard the brief distinguishment theory can better satisfy the academic purposes of civil

law scholars to classify the civil legal facts. In conclusion the brief distinguishment theory is more advisable.
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