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The Proposition and Internal Logic of Savigny’ s Historical Law

Abstract: The proposal of historical law is the result of Savigny’ s response to the
establishment of science of law of German law in the 19th century. Savigny’ s historical law
is generally produced against rationalism in the 17th and 18th centuries. Its theoretical basis
is historicism based on empiricism and romanticism which was supplemented by cultural
nationalism conferred by the times on Germany. The internal logic of Savigny’ s historical
jurisprudence has gone through a process from rational nature law to national spirit then from

national spirit to science of law and finally to scientific law.
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