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Sadovskiy M. Several Theoretical Questions of Interpretation of the Law
The article analyzes the main approaches to understanding the concept of “interpretation of the

law”. Concludes that the interpretation of law can not be viewed as a process of clarification or ex-
planation of the content of the law. Interpretive process comprises two stages. The first of which –
clarification of the content of the rule of law (interpreting for themselves). The second stage – the
explanation of the content of the legal norm (interpretation for others).
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Determined that the main purpose of the interpretation of the law is correct, accurate and uni-
form interpretation and application of law. Along with this, the interpretation may be other (more)
objectives: ensuring clarity of legal norms, stability of legal practice, the correct solution of specific
legal affairs, etc.

Investigated the function of interpretation of the law, which, according to the author, are: cog-
nitive function, function specification, which regulates the function of ensuring the right function
and alarm function.

Delimited by “object” and “subject” interpretation. Object of interpretation – those legal phe-
nomena, processes and conditions to which the activity of the interpreter. Subject interpretation –
this is the part of the object that is currently directly amenable to evaluation and explanation.

Determine the value of interpretation of the law, which is manifested in the fact that the inter-
pretation: is the effective implementation of the law; ensures proper, uniform understanding and
application of the law throughout the state, is an active means of legal education, helps establish
the gaps and other shortcomings of the current legislation, etc.

Key words: interpretation of the law, interpretation-clarification, interpretation-explanation,
the purpose of interpretation, the function of interpretation, the object of interpretation, the sub-
ject of interpretation.


