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[ Abstract] As a rule of interpreting coniracts, the Parol Evidence Rule in American contract law
means; “if the parties assent to a writing as the final and complete expression of the terms of their agreement,
evidence of prior or contemporaneous agreements may not be admitted to contradict, vary, or add to the terms
of the writing. ” In this article, the author intends to make comments on and afford reference to the legislative
and judicial practice of Chinese contract interpretation based on a full introduction and analysis of the Parol

Evidence Rule.
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