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A Comparative Analysis of the Forces in the Controversy between the Schoal
o Feudal Ethicsand the School of Law in the Late Qing Law Making

GAO Hanrcheng
(Law School , China Univerdty of Rolitics and Law , Beijing 100088)

Abgract : Goncerning the controversy over feudal ethics and law in the making of law in late Qing Dy
nagy , it was held that the former was powerf ul while the latter wasweak. Thispaper , however , dter anr
alyzing the controversy both dynamicaly and gaticaly , pointsout that that was not the case. The School
o Law was neither weak ror done. The School of Feuda Bhics, which the Qing Dynagty did not back
up grongy actudly , did not win either informor in content. The School of Law was ot afailure either.
In view of the fact that the controversy was the fird step in the nodernization of Chinese lav , a conparar
tive anadys s contributes to a new underganding and eval uation of the nodernization process of Chinese
law.

Key wor ds: controversy over feudal ethics and law ; School of Feudal Bhics; School of Law; New Crimi-
na Lav of Geat Qing
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