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Abstract:The boundary of interpretation is a question which is urgent to be clarified in
our judicial practice but the study of civil procedural law in our country has not completely
solved it yet. There are three kinds of interpretation boundary in China ( should be
interpreted should not be interpreted and can be interpreted). Two steps and five aspects
should be adhered to when delimiting the boundaries of interpretation. When there is no
minimum hint from the parties concerned the interpretation of the claim shall be limited to
paragraph 1 of article 35 of the Provisions of Evidence paragraph 1 of article 24  of the
Provisions on Private Lending and the loss of right represented by article 6 of the
Interpretation of Compensation for Mental Damage in principle; The interpretation of case
facts should be limited to the document facts that can be covered by basic norms and opposing
norm; As regards the presentation of specific evidence judgment documents of the Supreme
People’s Court are limited to applications for appraisal and are defined as explanatory matters.
The rules of procedure and the facts of a judge’s review in accordance with his or her powers
are not subject to the above restrictions but the surprise of judgment should be avoided. The
implementation of the boundary of interpretation depends on the diversified guarantee
mechanism. Re-stratification of the matters that should and should not be interpreted by
interpreting the right of claim objection withdrawal appeal and retrial can avoid
overburdening the court on the basis of protecting the procedural and substantive rights of the

parties and eventually establish a couple hardness with softness interpretation boundary in

China.
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