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Abstract : The legal decisonisthe result of the use of the law. The use of the law includes the application of the
lav and the finding of the law, but mainly the latter. In the gpplication of the law, the facts metch the provi-
sons, thus the legal decidons could be obtained directly through the concluson. In the finding of the law, the
facts do not match the provisons, thus before making concluson for the decidons, the two should be equalized ,
on one sde generdizing the facts to upgrade them to the providons, on the other dde making concretion of the
provisons to extend them dowrwards to the gecia case. Thisisthe © - called equalization nodd . Acocordingly ,
the modd of the sheping of legd decisonsis made up of concluson nodel and equalization node .
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