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Subject: Re — exploration on the Theory of Subject Matter of Dispute of Japan: a Transition of Philosophical Concept for Civil Pro—
cedure Law

Author & unit: SHI Mingzhou( China University of Political science and Law  Civil and Economic Law College Beijing 100088
China)

Abstract: Among the past researches on theory of subject matter of dispute most accomplishments were using " Systematic Sub—
ject Matter of Dispute Theory" as research pattern and in the relevant researches it is usually considered that the research pat—
tern of " systematicness" was commonly carried out by major practicing countries of civil law such as Germany and Japan. Howev—
er this article maintains the point that in the contemporary theories and practices of law of Japan the pattern of " Systematic
Subject Matter of Dispute Theory" has no longer been employed instead issues related to subject matter of dispute have been bro—
ken down into four sub — categories of claim and party joinder claim alteration lis pendens res judicata and proper solution
plan was sought out in each specific case. The philosophical perspective of Civil Procedure Law of Japan is the kind that emphasi—
zes on the appropriateness of result in each specific case. By understanding this philosophical concept of Civil Procedure Law of
Japan not only we could renew our understanding towards the theory of Subject Matter of Dispute of Japan but also obtain new
perspectives for understanding the entire Civil Procedure Law of Japan.

Key words: subject — matter of dispute; relative theory of subject — matter of dispute; philosophical concept for civil procedure

law; res judicata
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