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Introduction

The textual fixation of legal norms is the first step in the process of ensuring the
implementation of the norm in legal practice; however, in the later stages of that
process, in order to ensure the proper application of the norm, it is often necessary to
reveal the meaning embedded in its text. Legal interpretation is the legal tool that
ensures the transition of the process of legal regulation from the fixation of the norm of
law to its application.

There are many studies on interpretation methods in the legal literature, in which
the authors usually present a specific method or methods of interpretation, stating the
positive and negative aspects of their application and making a conclusion about what
is the most correct or the most incorrect interpretation method, valuing or criticizing
their features.

However, the problem of improving the use of legal interpretation methods still
needs deep and comprehensive scientific studies.

In this scientific work, we will justify that legal interpretation can successfully
achieve its goal only with the mandatory joint use of all possible legal interpretation
methods, which will also ensure the unity and stability of the legal system.

Otherwise, a situation may arise when the person interpreting the norm will
arbitrarily choose only one or several separate interpretation methods in order to
extract the desired meaning from the norm and apply only these ones when
interpreting the norm.

The need and guidelines for legal interpretation

One of the most important requirements and goals of law-making is the
formulation of the text of the legal act in such a way that it ensures the exact
expression of the will of the body adopting it and the purpose invested in it, is clear
and definite, thereby also making the content of the contained decrees
understandable for their potential recipients, so that it is clear and predictable for them
what issue is regulated by the given legal norm, and what behavior they are required
to demonstrate by it.

Meanwhile, law-making bodies do not always manage to formulate such a text of
a legal norm that would meet the above criteria and exclude the possibility of
misunderstandings. As a result, there occurs a situation where the language used in
the legal act and the intended meaning may not coincide or only partially coincide.
Moreover, the meaning expressed by the same text can be perceived differently by
each user of the norm.

The above mentioned problem, as well as the need to interpret the legal norms
arising from it, has a number of objective and subjective reasons. Among the objective
reasons are the generally abstract nature of legal norms, the development and
complication of social relations, the emergence of situations that could not have been
predicted before adopting the norm, the need to clarify the real will of the body

" This article was reported in 2022 December 8 at the scientific session of graduate students
and applicants at the YSU Faculty of Law.
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adopting the norm, the danger of contradictions between the given norm and other
norms, the presence of professional terms and vague, evaluative terms. Among the
subjective reasons are the unskillful application of legislative and linguistic rules when
drafting the text of the legal act, the provision of regulations that lead to contradictions
with other legal acts, insufficient and non-multifaceted forecasting of possible
situations that will arise in public relations subject to the regulation of the given norm.

Therefore, the key importance of legal interpretation is to reveal and clarify the
meaning of legal norms, and the ultimate goal is to create clarity by eliminating
ambiguity in the interpretation of the norm. In order to achieve the stated goal, it is
important to first identify the ways and methods of interpreting in general, and then to
search for ways to increase the effectiveness of their application.

There is also an opinion in theoretical literature that it is no use looking for a
method to interpret the texts; it is an unattainable goal, because interpretation is an
empirical rather than a theoretical matter, and in a particular case it may be impossible
to ascertain the purpose of adopting a norm’.

Meanwhile, the interpretation of law, like any other component of the law-making
and law-enforcement process, must be based on the interpretation methods put
forward and justified by legal science and the ways of their application.

The term "interpretation" is multifaceted. In the theory of law, it is defined as 1)
mental activity aimed at clarifying the meaning of a legal norm, 2) a combination of a
number of ways to clarify this meaning, 3) the result of the mentioned mental process
expressed in judgments reflecting the content of the interpreted norms?. Nersesyants
defines the term in a unique way, noting that the interpretation of the law is in the
proper clarification and explanation of the regulatory-legal meaning of concretizing the
abstract-general content of the static norm of the law in the dynamic process of its
implementation?.

Tikhomirov believes that the purpose of interpretation is to ensure the uniform
and correct application of the interpreted norm, the elimination of uncertainties and
possible errors in the application of the norm*. As we can see, the latter considers
uniform application of the norm as one of the goals of interpretation. We agree with
the mentioned point of view, also assuming that the uniform application of the norm for
interpretation should not be so much a goal as a requirement for interpretation, a
guideline from which the interpreted should deviate as little as possible. Uniformity and
stability of the entire legal system of the state is ensured through the uniform
application of the norm. This requirement is first of all supported by the use of a
systematic method of interpretation. At the same time, when applying the methods of
legal interpretation, it does not follow from the goal of ensuring the unity and stability
of the legal system that the development of public relations should not be taken into
account when interpreting the norm, but on the contrary, the interpretation should take
into account the development of public relations and by ensuring the uniform
application of the law, it also guarantees the proper legal fixation and implementation
of developing public relations.

' See Grant Huscroft, Bradley W. Miller, The Challenge of Originalism: Theories of Constitutional
Interpretation, Cambridge University Press, 2011, page 4.

2 See benokoHb H. B., CooTHOLIEHME METOAOB NMUHIBUCTUYECKOrO U IOPUANYECKOro aHanuaa
npy WCMosb30BaHUM rpamMMaTMYeckoro crnocoba TONKOBaHWS Kak CpeacTBO YCTpaHeHus
HeonpeaeneHHOCTM B MOHMMaHUM NONOXEeHU KOHCTUTYUmnn Poccuinckon depepaunn, ['pamora,
2011. Ne 8 (14), page 31.

3 See U. L. Ubipubywag, hpwynilph L whunnupjwl inbunipgnil, Gplwb, «Lwhph», 2001,
page 204.

4 See Tuxomupos M. 0., KOpuandyeckas aHumkroneaus, 1995, page 295.
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In modern science, stability is considered as the preservation of system
parameters and return to these parameters in case of forced deviations, as well as a
process of simultaneous change, "regular and organized change"".

Although the debate over the proper way to reveal the meaning of a legal norm
remains unresolved, theorists have proposed several basic methods of legal
interpretation by which the interpretation of law is usually carried out.

Methods of legal interpretation

Professor A. Vagharshyan distinguishes linguistic (grammatical, philological),
special-legal, systematic, logical, historical-political and functional methods of legal
interpretation 2. According to Professor A. Ghambaryan there are systematic,
grammatical, historical-political and logical methods of legal interpretation34.

Nersesyants  distinguished legal-source-scientific, grammatical, logical,
systematic, historical (historical-political), legal-terminological (special-legal),
operational and purposeful interpretation methods (techniques)®.

Foreign authors distinguish other methods of interpretation that are significantly
different from those listed above, for example, originalism, interpretation according to
judicial precedents, pragmatism, interpretation in accordance with moral values,
interpretation in accordance with national identity®.

Each of the methods of interpretation reveals the meaning of the legal norm in its
own special way, with its own set of tools and based on the goals set before it, that is,
with its own inherent orientation. As a result, the meaning of the interpreted norm is
revealed "one-sidedly", depending on the perspective, principles and waymarks which
influence the way, the given legal interpretation method considers the interpreted
norm.

Originalism interprets the norm in an attempt to bring out the meaning invested in
it by its developers and adopters at the time of adoption. Originalists believe that the
text of the norm has an objectively recognizable meaning at the time of adoption,
which does not change over time, and it is the task of interpreters to extract and
discover that originally embedded meaning; in interpreting the constitution the
interpreter must rely on the established meaning of the constitution as understood by
the public at the time of its adoption. This is known in theory as the original public
meaning of the constitution’.

The pragmatist method of interpretation considers the future benefits of the
interpretation to society, the state, and the addressees of the norm, choosing the
interpretation that is likely to lead to the best perceived outcome. In the case of
interpreting constitutional norms, pragmatists should choose the meaning of the norm
that will maximally guarantee the protection of the fundamental rights of the person,
ensuring the constitutional order, separation and balance of powers.

In the case of the method of interpreting according to national identity, the

" See Nyy A. MobGanbHasa aTHocouuororusa: Yye6Hoe nocobue. Omck, 1997, http://www.univer.-
omsk.su/MEP/ch7st.win.htm (accessed: 08.01.2023).

2 See MGwnipjwlb L hpwynibph wbunipnt-2: Ywuwfununipnil, W, dwnupuw, 6M¢,
Gnlwb, <GnhbGwywihl hpwunwpwyneeintl, 2011p., page 312.

3 The original mentions "ways".

4 See MEnnpjwlb L hpwyntGph inbunieyntl: Nwuntibwywb derGwpy: <bn. tunudp, Qhun fudp’
U Nwdpwnuwb, U. Unipwrywa, 3-pn [pwdwyywd hpwwn, Gplwl, «Lniuwpwg hpwwnwpwy-
swunntby, 2018, page 4.

5 See Ukiputiywg, ibid 256.

6 See Modes of Constitutional Interpretation, name redacted Legislative Attorney, Congressional
Research Service, Updated March 15, 2018.

7 See Scalia, A Matter of Interpretation, Supra note 17, page 44-47.
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concept of "national ethnos" is taken as the foundation, which is based on the nature
and values of the national identity and the institutions characteristic of the given
nation.

In the case of structural (institutional) interpretation, the starting point is the
adaptation of the meaning of the norm to the structure of the constitution, to the
existing relations between the three branches of government, state and local self-
government bodies, public authority and the people.

Moreover, the question of which of the above mentioned and other existing
methods of legal interpretation are subject to application when revealing the meaning
of a specific legal norm, largely depends on the nature of the legal act subject to
interpretation and the branch of law to which the given legal act belongs.

As a rule, it is customary to start the interpretation of a legal act from textualism
(literal, also grammatical interpretation) method, which focuses on the text of the legal
document using linguistic-grammatical rules and techniques. Textualism usually
reveals the meaning of a norm through the meaning that the terms used in it had at
the time of the adoption of the norm. The initial application of this method is
manifested purely sequentially, in terms of time, rather than giving precedence to the
given method, since legal norms are expressed through language itself. However,
along with language rules, norms texts contain rules formulated by jurisprudence as a
result of the specifics of the given language and the generalization of legal practice,
taking into account the goals and requirements of the legislation, which do not always
coincide with language rules. As a result, some linguistic structures and wordings may
receive a special legal content.

The need and purpose of joint application of legal interpretation methods

Each of the methods of legal interpretation listed above has its pros and cons;
therefore, it is a goal in itself to indicate which of the mentioned methods should
prevail over the others.

For example, speaking about interpreting the provisions of the constitution
according to originalism or textualism, it is worth noting that the text of the constitution
is often simply silent on a number of fundamental issues of constitutional law,
including those issues that the drafters and adopters of the constitution could not have
foreseen or preferred not to touch upon’, therefore in this case only the application of
the mentioned methods cannot provide the necessary efficiency.

On the other hand, some authors question the possibility of fixing the basic
meaning of the constitution by the generation of its drafters and adopters, as well as
the expediency of interpretation according to it, instead proposing methods of
interpretation that ensure the correct functioning of the government, the protection of
human rights, etc?.

Theorists usually put forward their preferred methods of interpretation and argue
that they should prevail over other methods of legal interpretation. Such is also the
regulation of the legislation of the Republic of Armenia regarding legal interpretation.

Thus, the rules of legal interpretation in the RA legal system are defined by Article
41 of the Law of the Republic of Armenia "On Normative Legal Acts"3 adopted on
March 21, 2018, according to which, the norm of the normative legal act is interpreted

' See Laurence H. Tribe, The Invisible Constitution 1-4 (Geoffrey R. Stone ed., 2008).

2 See Paul Brest Et Al., Processes of Constitutional Decisionmaking: Cases and Materials 54—
55 (2006), Hon. William J. Brennan, Jr., The Constitution of the United States: Contemporary
Ratification, 27 S. TEX.L. REV. 433, 436 (1986), Hon. Stephen Breyer, Active Liberty 25 (2008).
3 See Legal information system of Armenia, https://www.arlis.am/DocumentView.aspx?Doc-
ID=152139 (accessed: 08.01.2023).
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taking into account the purpose of the body adopting the normative legal act, based on
the literal meaning of the words and expressions contained in it, the context of the
regulation of the entire article, chapter, section, and the provisions of the normative
legal act, in fulfilment of which that act was adopted, from the principles defined by
the given normative legal act, and in case such principles are not defined, from the
principles of the branch of law regulating the given legal relationship.

It follows from the above that the law provides for purposive, literal (textual) and
systematic interpretation methods. It should be noted that the current regulation has
provided significant progress compared to the previous one. Part 1 of Article 86 of the
Law of the Republic of Armenia’ "On Legal Acts" adopted on April 3, 2002 and
repealed on March 21, 2018 stipulated that the legal act is interpreted according to the
literal meaning of the words and expressions contained therein, taking into account
the requirements of the law, at the same time, providing for that interpretation a
limitation that its meaning should not be changed by the interpretation of the legal act.

Under the previous regulation, in fact, the law provided much more limited
possibilities of interpretation, only the method of literal (textual) interpretation. Moreover,
the use of the expression "must not change its meaning" in the law is puzzling, because
the purpose of the interpretation is to reveal the meaning of the norm itself, that is, the
meaning of the norm must be revealed as a result of the interpretation, therefore, a
limitation of not changing the meaning of the norm cannot be set for the interpretation in
the event that it is still not clear what the meaning of that norm is.

At the same time, it should be noted that the cited legislative acts are not
applicable to the interpretation of the Constitution of the Republic of Armenia, but the
methods of interpretation provided by them, put forward by science and substantiated,
can also be used when interpreting the provisions of the Constitution.

According to the edition of the Constitution of the Republic of Armenia adopted on
December 6, 20152, one rule of constitutional interpretation is defined, taking into
account the practice of the bodies acting on the basis of international human rights
treaties ratified by the Republic of Armenia when interpreting the provisions set forth in
the Constitution regarding basic rights and freedoms.

The mentioned regulation does not limit the interpreter of the provisions of
Chapter 2 of the Constitution within the framework of specific methods and leaves
their choice to the discretion of the latter, but at the same time, as a mandatory rule, it
provides for the interpretation consistent with the practice of bodies acting on the basis
of international treaties on human rights, which is characteristic of systemic
interpretation method.

The need to be comprehensive in the interpretation is manifested in the sense
that when discovering the meaning of the norm, the interpreter must pay attention to
the adoption of the norm, the wording of its text, the application of the norm and any
legally significant phenomenon related to its adoption, which in any way may have an
impact on the application of the norm. Among such legally significant phenomena are
at least the textual formulation of the norm, the will and purpose of the body adopting it
when adopting the norm, the socio-historical and political situation in which the norm
was adopted, as well as the systemic connection between the given legal act and
other legal acts and the uniformity of the norm should be taken into account in order to
ensure the application, the guarantee of fundamental human rights and freedoms as a

" See Legal information system of Armenia, https://www.arlis.am/DocumentView.aspx?-
docid=120607 (accessed: 08.01.2023).

2 See Legal information system of Armenia, https://www.arlis.am/DocumentView.-
aspx?DoclD=143723 (accessed: 08.01.2023).
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result of the application of the norm.

Mandatory joint application of methods, especially in the process of interpretation
of the Constitution, has a number of objective reasons.

In particular, in the legal system of the state, the Constitution has a special legal
character, which is manifested in a number of circumstances, namely, it has the
highest legal force and any legal act must comply with the Constitution, other legal
acts are adopted by the bodies provided for by the Constitution and in the order
provided for by the Constitution, the actions of all RA government bodies and their
officials must comply with the Constitution, public relations regulated by the
Constitution are of particular importance. In the Constitution, it is often pointed out by
what legal act this or that legal relationship should be regulated, it ensures the integrity
of the national law system and the need for harmonious application, defines the co-
subordination of legal acts', therefore, the provisions of the Constitution have a
fundamental, starting point and guiding significance for all other legal acts, so the
choice of the interpretation method of the Constitution is of greater importance.

V. Ayvazyan believes that any normative act should have a trajectory arising from
the Constitution. Such a system technique allows excluding systemic conflicts of law
at the content level through systemic synchronization of the legislative system, any
normative act of which should reflect the legal content of the implementation of
complex social processes within the framework of a person as a representative of the
people, a member of society, a citizen, and the state?.

In turn, the above states that the provisions of the Constitution must be
interpreted in a multifaceted way, using all methods together and taking into account
all possible legally significant phenomena, which will only provide an opportunity to
produce such an interpretation that will become a basis and a guideline for the
application and interpretation of other legal acts, while excluding in the legal system
the possibility of contradictions and misunderstandings between norms.

Some methods of legal interpretation contribute to interpreting the Constitution in
line with the development of public relations, which in turn is aimed at excluding such
case situations that seem to have no constitutional solutions. Moreover, the
development of the Constitution cannot be effectively carried out only by making
changes to its text, and interpretation is one of the most important forms of development
of the Basic Law?. This idea is also the basis for "living constitution" method.

The method of interpretation of the legal norm should not be aimed only at the
identification of purely legal phenomena, because many concepts that make up the
norm reflect social phenomena, therefore the problem arises of determining the social
content of the norm. In other words, the function of interpretation is related not only to
the need to penetrate into the content of legal requirements through the external form
of the law, but also to the interpretation of the law as a whole, including its meaning,
principles, social-political content, which is the purpose of regulatory provisions*. And
such phenomena can be brought up only through an interpretation, which will ensure
the possible multifaceted disclosure of the meaning of the norm.

" See tudp. L. W Ulwqub, <£ uwhiwbwnpwywb hpwyntbp, Shpp wewohl, M4, Gplw,
«Shgpwb Uté» hpwuwn., 2016, pages 62-69.

2 See UJuwquit Y. L., Uwhdwlwnpwywbnipjuwb uhunbdwunbiuthywb, 6M< hpwdwghunte-
Jwh pwyniinbunh wypnpbunpwnwuwfunuwywb wqgih ghunnwdnnngh Oiniebph dnnnwont,
1(1) 2018, Gpl.wb, 2018, page 86.

3 See ManacsaH A. A., HekoTopble BOMPOCbI OMULMAENBHOMO TOMKOBaHWSA KOHCTUTYLMKM B
Pecny6nuke Apmenuu, MnatoH. Ne 1/2013, page 11.

4 See Xabpuera T.A., TonkoBaHve KoHcTuTyumm Poccuiickoin deaepaumn: Teopus U npakTuka,
Mocksa, 1997, page 31.
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The essential differences in the several methods of legal interpretation listed
above and their being completely different forms and ways of revealing the meaning of
the norm are evident from their content, as a result of which we come to the
conclusion that the arbitrary application of only one or several of the interpretation
methods is not adequate to properly reveal what the meaning of the norm being
interpreted is, moreover, the methods of legal interpretation cannot replace or
contradict each other due to their peculiarities, therefore they should be used jointly in
order to reveal the meaning of the interpreted norm as comprehensively as possible.

At the same time, it is necessary to avoid giving an excessively broad
interpretation of the legal norm, which may remove the interpreter from the revelation
of the true meaning of the norm, leading to the existence of interpretations ascribing
significantly different meanings to the given norm in practice. There may also be
situations when the interpreter of the norm may act maliciously and, in order to ascribe
the desired meaning to the norm, arbitrarily choose a specific method or methods of
interpretation that are most suitable for deriving that desired meaning from the norm
and be guided by them, deviating from the true meaning of the norm, while the joint
application of methods of legal interpretation should not be a tool for the interpreter to
give an excessively spatial interpretation to the norm and thereby ascribe the desired
meaning to the norm, but on the contrary, the goal of such interpretation should be the
maximum exclusion of the possibility of arbitrary interpretation.

In order to exclude the mentioned danger, in parallel with the multifaceted
disclosure of the meaning of the norm by the joint application of all the methods of
interpretation, one should strive to ensure the unity and stability of the legal system as
much as possible, therefore, the benchmark should also be proposed, thanks to which
it will be possible to ensure such an interpretation.

Taking into account the role of the Constitution in ensuring the integrity and
harmonious application of the national law system, we believe that legal interpretation
can ensure the unity and stability of the legal system if it is implemented in accordance
with the constitutional significance of social relations regulated by the norm and the
common logic of Constitution and within these limits.

Conclusion

The main goal of legal interpretation for the proper application of a legal norm is
to reveal the meaning of the norm as comprehensively as possible, which cannot be
achieved using only one or several separate interpretation methods. At the same time,
the joint application of all methods of interpretation should not be carried out arbitrarily
and lead not to revealing the true meaning of the norm, but to assigning a desired
meaning to the norm by each interpreter, which will undermine the principle of legal
certainty and threaten the security of the legal system. Therefore, any legal norm must
be interpreted in accordance with the spirit of the Constitution as a legal act ensuring
the integrity and harmonious application of the national legal system.

In order to improve the application of legal interpretation methods from the above-
mentioned aspect, we suggest that when interpreting legal norms, including the
provisions of the Constitution, all possible methods of legal interpretation must be
jointly applied, taking as a guideline the stability and unity of the legal system, which
should be manifested by interpreting the norms in accordance with the constitutional
significance of the relations regulated by them and the general logic of the
Constitution.
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COBPEMEHHbIE NMPOBJIEMbI MPUMEHEHUA METOOOB
MPABOBOIO TOJIKOBAHUSA'

Cawmen [xabarsH
CovickaTtesib Kaghenpbl KOHCTUTYUHMOHHOro ripasa EIy

VccnenoBaHns MeTOAOB TOSIKOBAHWST B HOPUAMYECKON nUTEpaType B OCHOBHOM
ocBellalT NpobremMbl UCMOMBL30BAHMS TOFO UM MHOTO KOHKPETHOro MeToda 1 AenatoT
BbIBOAbI O Hauboree NpaBuribHOM UM Haubonee HenpaBUITbHOM MeToAe, OLeHMBas
U KPUTKKYS1 ero 0COBEHHOCTN.

B pesynbTtate gaHHOro uccnenoBaHus Obino BbISIBIIEHO, YTO KaXKAbIN U3 METOL0B
TONMKOBaHMSA MNpaBa WMEET CBOW MOSIOXKUTESNbHbIE UM OTpULATENbHbIE CTOPOHbI,
MO3TOMY TOJNBbKO MWCMOMb30BaHWE OTAENBHOMO MeToAa He MOXeT obecneyunTb
HeobxoOuMMONM OnepaTMBHOCTU Afs packpbiTUS CMbICMa MNpaBoOBOW HopMbl, Gonee
TOro, NUUO, TOJKYyKOLLee HOPMY, MOXET npuaaBaTb HOPME XeraemMoe 3HadeHue,
NPOM3BOSIbHO BbIOMpPaTb TONMbKO HEOOXOAMMBIA METOA WS HECKOSIbKO METO[O0B, B
pesynbTarte 4yero He OyAeT BbISIBNIEHO UCTUHHOE 3HAYEHUE HOPMbI.

TeopeTnyeckasi 3HaYMMOCTb AaHHOIO MCCIeaoBaHWs 3aKIlloyaeTca B TOM, YTO
npobnema CoBepLUEHCTBOBAHNS NMPUMEHEHNSI METOAOB MPaABOBOro TOJSIKOBAHUS elle
Hy>xdaeTcsi B rny0GOKOM U BCECTOPOHHEM HAay4YHOM U3YYEHUN.

Ons obecnedeHns Hagnexawero yHKUMOHMPOBAHUSA HOPMbl B HOPUANYECKON
NpakTUKe NpakTU4Yeckn HeobXxooMMO Mpexae BCEro BbIsIBUTb CMbICH, 3aITOXEHHbIV B
ee TekcTe. Opuanyeckoe TOMKOBaHUE SIBNSETCA MNPaBOBbIM  MHCTPYMEHTOM,
obecneunBalLWUM Nepexon npouecca NpaBoOBOro PerynmpoBaHus OT YCTaHOBMEHUS
NpaBOBOW HOPMbI K €e peanu3auuu, Mo3TOMy OHO [OJPKHO OCYLLECTBMASTLCS
KOMMJEKCHO, 3aTparmeasi BCe IOPUONYECKN 3HAUYMMbIE ABMEHUS, BIUSAIOLLME HA CMbICH
HOPMbI, HE NPMBOAS NPY 3TOM K CITULLKOM LUMPOKOMY TOFIKOBAHWUIO CMbICIa HOPMbI.

Llenbto gaHHOW Hay4yHOW paboThl ABRASETCS rnybokoe 1 BCECTOPOHHEE U3yYeHue
Bornpoca O HeobXxoOMMOCTM COBMECTHOro 006s3aTeflbHOro MNpPUMEHEHUS MeToOo0B
NpPaBOTOSIKOBAHUSA N €r0 OPUEHTUNPOB.

B pesynbTate genaetcsd BbIBOL4 O TOM, YTO HOPUOUYECKOE TOSNKOBAHWE MOXET
YCNEeLWHO OOCTUYbL CBOEW LEeNM He MyTeEM MNPUMEHEHUs] KOHKPETHOrO OOHOro Wnu
HECKONbKUX OTAENbHbIX METOOO0B TOMKOBaHWUS, @ NMyTEM COBMECTHOIO MPUMEHEHWS
BCEX BO3MOXHbIX METOAOB MPABOBOro TONKOBAHMWS, MPUHUMAs B KA4eCTBE OpUeHTUpa
obecneyeHve efuHCTBA WM CTabMNbHOCTU MNPaBOBOW CUCTEMbI B pe3ynbTarte
TONMKOBAHMWSA, 4YTO AOSHKHO MpPOSIBNIATHCS B TOJIKOBAHUM HOPM B COOTBETCTBUM C
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIM 3HAYEHUEM PETYIMPYEMbLIX VMW OTHOLUEHWMA U OOLLEN NOrmMKomn
KoHcTutyumm.

Key words: revealing the meaning of the norm, law-making, contradiction, textualism,
originalism, joint application of interpretation methods, legally significant phenomenon,
will of the law-making body, unity and stability of the legal system.

Pwlwyh pwebn- Gnpdh hdwuwinh pwgwhwynnid, hpwywuwnbnéwagnnéntp)nil, hw-
ywuntpnilb, inbpunniwihqd, ophghbwihqyd, dGEGwpwOdwb dGennbEph hwdwwntn
Yhpwenid, hpwywbwlwywihg tplnyp, hpwywuwnbnd dwpdbh wdp, hpwywywh
hwiwywnpgh Shwubwywbnignt nu Ywynebnegyneb:

KrroueBble crioBa. BbISBIIEHNE 3HAYEHNS HOPMbI, 3GaKOHOTBOPYECTBO, IPOTUBOPEYHE,
TeKCTyasim3m, OPUMVHANIN3M, COBMECTHOE [IPUMEHEHNE METO4OB TOJIKOBAaHMS,
0pUANYECKN 3HAYNMOE SIBIIEHWE, BOJIA [IPABOTBOPYECKOrO OpraHa, e4MHCTBO u
CcTabnribHOCTL PaBoOBOY CUCTEMBI.

" CtaTtba Gbino npeactasneHa 8 gekabpsa 2022r. Ha Hay4YHOW KOH(EPEHLWU acrnmpaHToB U
couckaTenen opuanyeckoro akynbteta EpeBaHCckoro rocyaapcTBEHHOrO YyHMBepcuTeTa.



