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Forum on M ethodology of Constitutional Jur igorudence

Editor's Notes How © study constitutional jurigorudence? In recent years, there has been more and more studies of
legal methodology: Good gpp lication of methodology means amature subject The study methods should be focused on in or-
der o show the academic character of constitutional jurigprudence Therefore, six papers of young scholars are chosen in
this issue  help understand their thinking of methodology. The first one puts foward and sets a question about the’ dilem-
ma of M unchhausen” in China's constitutional jurigprudence and offers an ansver; the second one analyses the smilarity
and difference of legal explanation and constitutional explanation; the third one clears the complicated relationship betveen
lav and politics the fourth and fifth ones expound the relationship betveen value and standard from different angles The
last one puts foward the problan and progect of constitutional hemeneutics W e hope this can carry foward the study of
methods of constitutional jurigrudence and promote the multiple development of constitutional jurigprudence
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