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A Comparison of Fact — Finding Methodologies in Evidence Law and History

ZHANG Bao-sheng

(Tnstitute of Evidence Law and Forensic Science, China University of Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088, China)

Abstract: On the issue of fact—finding or knowledge acquisition, both history and the law of evidence belong to the
field of evidence science. They share the same research object, use essentially the same method of evidential reasoning,
follow the general law of fact-finding, and face the same scientific and technological challenges. At the same time, there
are obvious differences in research purposes, time limits and results between the two disciplines. Both the process of histo-
rians finding historical facts from a certain theoretical perspective and the process of trial require evidence interpretation.
On the premise of opposing factual constructionist, the law of evidence emphasizes that there must be a certain relationship
proved by evidential reasoning between factual premises and judgment conclusions, and that the relationship must reflect the
basic value orientation, i.e. , fundamental rights protection. In the development of the theories of judicial proof, accurate
interpretation of evidence may lead to ridiculous conclusions, while the holistic accounts method of IBE can reveal the es-
sence of judicial proof in a new way.
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