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Christian Doctrine and the Modern Legal System

XU Ai-guo
(Law School,Peiking University,Beijing 100871,China)

Abstract: In the west, legal historians and sociologists hold the same view that Christian doctrine gave birth
to the modern legal philosophy. Before sixteen centuries, the mixture of religion, morality and law have been
used as the main tool for the control of ancient society. Sixteen centuries later, with the civilization of
human intellect and the progress of science and technology, the secularity of law became more and more
prominent. Meanwhile, the dominant influence of religion on law became recessive. Even so, the modern
legal system is presenting the shadow of the Christian doctrine. Scholars” different perspective of research
and interpretation also prove the further inference.
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