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Abstract  The centenary history of Japanese civil law can be divided roughly into two parts legislative his-
tory and history of inheritance and development of doctrines. The former may be further divided into prehistory of
codification history of codification and history of achievement. During this period we can see various social conflicts
in the process of modeling after the western legal system. And against the background of abolition of exterritorial ju-
risdiction we can also see various compromises made by different interest groups aiming at resolving those socia con-
flicts. In the history of inheritance and development of doctrines we can see changes from inheritance of western legal
theories alone to integration of Japanese actual conditions from concept — centered law to interestcentered law to

modern science of law. Efforts made by scholars during this process are also something worthy of note.
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