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Abstract :Based on the cases in Xing - an - hui - lan (Congectus of Pend Cases) in which
leading cases were taken aslega source, thisarticle triesto clarify the effect of leading casesin
Qingjudicial practice, to illustrate from the pergective of modern methodology of precedent
the method of judtification and processof lega reasoning, and to explore the features and char2
acterigtics of leading case system as well as the structure of law in the Qing Dynasty. The au?
thor concludes that leading cases had distinct judicia validity asan important legal sourcein the
Qing Dynasty , and that a distinctive and complicated methodology of justification was estab2
lished in their gpplication. However , due to the distribution of power and mode of lega thought
at that time, leading case system in Qing Dynasty was short on distinguishing technique as
compared with modern precedents.
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