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Abstract: The theory of flexible system holds that legal system is an elastic and fluid open sys—
tem and the legal conclusion is the result of the interaction of various principles which aims to lib—
erate the legal system from the rigid state of conceptual jurisprudence. The normative technology of
flexible system originates from the change of rule to principle and its internal cause is that the mod—
ern legal system needs to enhance its soft cognition to the environment. The essence of flexible system
is externality of internal system. The positive implications of flexible systems are not overestimated
because the legal technology of flexible system broadens the “method library” opens up the “middle
way” of normative form promotes the structural change of legal norms and the dynamic construction
of modern legal system and pushes forward the integration of basic system of statute and private law.
As far as the normative construction of flexible system is concerned the form of legal principle is
more in line with the idea of flexible evaluation. The dynamic coordination mechanism can be “hid-
den but not present” and needs to be supplemented by the accumulation of precedents and the con—
struction of theories. In addition the limitation of elements is to determine the external limit of dy—
namic evaluation so as not to make the scope of evaluation boundless. At the same time according
to the normative guidance given by flexible system and combining with the rational legal argumenta—
tion structure the subjective arbitrariness of judges can be effectively limited and the so—called
challenge to destroy legal stability is not insurmountable.

Key Words: Flexible System; Normative Technique; Elements; Elastic Specification; Objec—
tivity
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