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Abstract: The attribution of results theory can be divided into three types: the common
attribution of result ( namely the Objective Imputation Theory) the strict atiribution of
results and the soft attribution of results. If attributing the other person’s death of suicide to
the actor’s causal behavior it is typical of the soft attribution of results. The soft attribution
of results has two characteristics: One characteristic is the soft of the attribution condition.
Even though the attribution condition is not qualified for the common attribution of result the
result can still be attributed to the actor’s causal behavior; the second characteristic is the
soft of the criminal liability imposed on the actor. Although the death result is attributed to the
actor’s causal behavior the actor shall not be imposed criminal liability for the crime of
intentional killing or the crime of negligence homicide. The soft attribution will only impose
the actor to take criminal liability for relatively minor crime or consider the causal behavior to
be one of the circumstances for heavier punishment. The soft attribution of results has Chinese
characteristics. There are causes and reasons for the existence of the soft attribution theory in
present. The Objective Imputation Theory in Germany cannot be taken as a standard rule to
deny the specific phenomena of the soft attribution of results in China. On the contrary some
phenomena of the soft attribution of results can be maintained. At the same time the soft
attribution of results will be appropriately limited by the conduct of constitutional elements
the causal relationship and the subjective liability. Also the soft attribution of results will be

forbidden to be used as conditions for upgrading penalty imposed on the actor.
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