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The codi�cation technique is aimed at radical (external and internal) processing of the 
current legislation by preparing and adopting a single, stable, logically integral and systemic 
normative act (the basis of legislation, code, statute, provisions, a set of laws, etc.), which as a 
result replaces the essential part of the normative-legal regulation within a certain branch of 
law and implements the function of branch formation.

The analysis makes it possible to conclude that conceptually all the principles of codi�ca-
tion technique can be divided into two blocks:

1) the fundamental principles of law, which shall be based not only on the basis of law, but 
also on the basis of normative acts that formalize legal norms (the principle of the rule of law, 
humanism, justice, equality, legality, etc.);

2) technical requirements for the construction of codi�cation acts, which should ensure the 
qualitative construction of the text of normative acts that formalize the legal norms (principles 
of structure, system, planning, language, etc.).

Key words: codi�cation technique, legislative technique, principles, codi�cation, princi-
ples of codi�cation.
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Liashenko R.D. Casual judicial interpretation: concept and principles.
The article examines the problem of the essence and content of casual judicial interpreta-

tion, its characteristic features and principles. The goal of a casual court interpretation is the 
correct understanding of the content of the norms of law, and the task is to individualize legal 
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regulations. Acts of casual court interpretation are “samples” for lower courts, given that they 
are always guided by the practice of interpretation.

Key words: casual judicial interpretation, principles of interpretation, acts of casual ju-
dicial interpretation.
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Liashenko R.D. Casual judicial interpretation: concept and principles.
The term “casual” comes from the word “incident”, which in translation from latin means 

“case”, “a separate fact”. A casual interpretation involves clarifying legal norms in relation 
to a particular life fact.

The casual interpretation in the legal doctrine is distinguished as a form of o cial 
interpretation of the rules of law.

The peculiarity of the casual interpretation is that it has a person-oriented character and 
is relevant to speci�c circumstances. A casual interpretation can not go beyond the boundaries 
of a particular legal case and apply to similar cases. The di erence between the normative 
interpretation and the casual is that the former may extend to an unspeci�ed range of cases, 
and the second one to the incident that was the subject of a dispute.

Subjects of casual interpretation are the judicial and administrative bodies. Clari�cation 
of the content of the law by the judiciary is a judicial interpretation.

The o cial constitutional interpretation of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine is carried 
out in providing opinions on cases of constitutionality of laws and other legal acts, compliance 
with the Constitution of Ukraine of international treaties, adherence to the procedure of 
investigation and consideration of the case of removal of the President of Ukraine from o ce 
in the order of impeachment.

The supreme court’s interpretation of the case largely in�uences judicial practice. Courts, 
in court cases, carry out a casual interpretation of the rules of law and develop case-law on 
the application of the rules of law.

The casual judicial interpretation is the interpretive activity of the court in the process 
of reviewing and resolving court cases (or in the order of their review by the appellate or 
cassation instances), the purpose of which is a correct understanding of the content of the 
legal norm. His task is the individualization of legal requirements, and the result is binding 
only for a speci�c court case and parties involved in it. The acts of the casual interpretation of 
the higher judicial bodies are “samples” for lower courts, given that they are always guided 
by the practice of interpretation and application of the law by the highest judicial authorities 
and, as a rule, follow it.

Characteristic features of the casual judicial interpretation is that its subjects are judges 
of all courts, it is directed at the consideration and resolution of a particular court case, the 
results of such an interpretation are binding only for the parties to a speci�c court case and are 
�xed in the motive part of the decision.

The principles of casual judicial interpretation are: impartiality, substantiation of 
conclusions, comprehensiveness, objectivity, unambiguousness, competence.

Key  words: casual judicial interpretation, principles of interpretation, acts of casual 
judicial interpretation.
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