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[ Abstract] The theory of criminal attempt is not only at the center of the theory of ille-
gality, but also one of the most discussed subjects of the criminal law theory. The subjectivist
and objectivist theories of criminal attempt have been competing with each other during the past
two hundred years, and the mainstream has been the half-measure “impress theory” , which is a
typical example of the interaction and compromise between theory, legislation and judicial prac-
tice. Although the “impress theory” can not end the conflict between the subjectivist and objec-
tivist theories of criminal attempt, it is most consistent with the positive law. China should es-
tablish its own theory of criminal attempt by taking the provisions on criminal attempt and prepa-
ration for a crime in the Chinese Criminal Law as the starting point and treating the current Chi-
nese Criminal Law and judicial practice seriously, rather than blindly following the theory of

other countries under the influence of pan-meaning criminal law doctrine.
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