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Abstract : The legal method of crimina law is related to the gecific issues and therefore fals into the
soope of the criminal law studies. However , the methodology of crimina law is related to the Weltan-
schauung and therefore only belongs to thefield of general jurigprudence studies. In crimind law studies,
every kind of method has its own function and its limitation as well. It isimposible to complete any
crimina law study only by one method. In constructing modern crimind law theory , the method of com-
parative study is the one our Chinese scholars shall pay specid attention to; while the systematic method
isthe most important method. And theidea of crimind law isof the fundamenta guidance for choosng
the legal method of crimina law. Based upon these understandings, the author holds that a comprehen-
sdve method should be the best method for crimina law.

Key Word : method of crimina law , comparative method, systematic method, idea of crimina law,
comprehensve method




