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2 b5l e Aol Aotk mWe N dsiHE 1 org £
8 At sj4ol Boa An
Wl sz Bt ARHoE RH(EWA) STy, A4 Ay
W, E=2E - AAE Ay, 223 SHEY AUy So) 2859 fo

=EHETY ¢ 2015, 11 15.
AArEY 1 2015, 12. 07,
AREEL - 2015, 12. 07.
"Bt - HFCRT HEEEEe 15



TAEE B, 218 HIM

—~—
fite)

ol

B AHY

?‘g};

S $u3 TEAL

=
==

of
it

J1
&3
g

o
=
N
H

oj

;oMD

ol T},

A

5
;0,._

T

}

3}

shbel ot

MogA, I AAZ B

14

o]

W

—_—

™
ol
ol

LOMU

= A7t

2l

7hE ook
17 o

3

3

1

o|

A

97 el mE 7Y

Ly 7HAIE7H 7]

ke

o F44

—~
fite)

oj

Ao

;OMU

;oMD

w_

W)

bjJ

H2gl st 7 e

.
=

4r

oj

i
o
]
___O_U

e
oy
ol

fojn

__O_D

g
T
o

g
G
mr
e
o

oV
Gt

N

7
L

SRR BT

- 98 -



oln] Zr} AIHFE WAt B HAFIIE 9t BHE HA-F &5t 2
Hol olFoix gom, FAHdE "ZepHulA(Copus Juris Civilis) & BXE
(text) & ot Fal B F4 #AYGo] B vf¢ F2% A= 7=y 1
Hu EA4H0E2 1BAZIERE HA Ads T A% FHol FHHsH
o]F0ix]7] AlFsAA WA SutE A FHES A% o g gt
AAE AT vk AATh WA mjel] lojAl S A (Auslegung. interpretation)
olz} ¥ MW W& £Hd Hotsty 1 FHE HAE e AL
omjsitt, wEb g A ded AHdF 5HE Hste EAA HAL
o, AR gy Q17 S orE ol st HEA siA g FEETD

e 71EH0E h5E 3 B A FHQ ARMES tisle) HEE 4 %
5 drbd wA(general statement) = FHEIAH, mebr dHdHo=E A&
HAY JYH7] ojdelE shte] FFA0 g 2 AR EAT Hol
o} ol 4 FHHATE TFFL JE gvie, HAS HES GBS
FHAEY FIH-AFH og)E vlgO R o] HLHARAE Aol &
o|Edl| o3ty thejH o WeolEdF shgAdo] B Zlo] AMdelth TE |
THE 7 B 294 AdE 5 FEE duE et e AeE B
7] o gukele 2 e I 9| Heto] oy A9rt £3] A Hot

He WEA HES 22 AEHY FHET EAse AL oMHER, EF
He] Y2 EAse AFEH FEyd ez I o] o]F4F HQ
7b Aok W] A MY Y 2 AEL st Qe HE I AR
EAE Zt= Ao] o FRAEC ot E2FEHI MY I 2 A
45 @33 e Fr|Bel 9t HEaHoZ FEFEOEN I AHF
71%5g A He Aotk o9 ol ¥ I AHF 7eg Hsted WY

1) AR Ay 7Zol2(ZEFEIA), 1994). p. 383: Ulrich Schroth, “"shAiste] EA4"
Giinter Ellscheid ef al. °o|ZE&-3|de] ¥4, "g2ge 7|2EA,(HEEFAL 2001). pp.
190-197 &=,
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We 2 ou7t gAsojor & 2ot oA Fnh
AA e AY ¢ 83 fHEs I FF o] FEsH

e HAAQ0 At gk ole E:

&7’ (Liicke, lacunae)oll 719132 ok

Aoz AFHAAY A=, WA gnE 2= N (concept) & EF3HE

FHAEAE FAAt ol HA AE Sl I Y& (Bedeutungsinhalt)

o] §AA Utk Iy MES s H iE B HF S 49 o
ARl TgataE A vhed B DR %‘33}71] I FE

"o

om, ¥ AA AFgA

uly
L oot

ks :

Ho) sA 3 BHAME AEHoE EF(EYE) A0y, 9AHE &y
W, =23 - AAE Ay, 8y BEFER dAdy Tol €850 ¢
o3 Iyt o Bk o] A B HEH F-t o]B A W, v
A oy Sx @850 gud g TZd U BEE AdAE =23F
Wl f3'(Analogie, analogy)”’t £3] &&HI e, A5 o A
o) (justitia. justice). "B’ (aequitas, equity) el €3 5 ¥ 71247 &
H71% gtk o)XY Wl A& #Hst WY T4 € I BFol TAHE
AE HBARET) ol st Qs WA Addo] SFHE 235 BY 4=
13 "AAET (non liquet) 7FENE ©lF=2 AMT™E A ¥-(denial of justice) 3=
Aol &&HA &7] ol

S AN EIE Be) Age) WLE A%, I A& s W(F
W)ol EASE ¢ ATHAOE B} & AWl M APES L,
ool H§ b5 W) EAFA W

2) Reinhold Zippelius. Einfiihrung in die Juristische Methodenlehre, 733 o, THehHIEE,
(23}, 1979). pp.34-35: Edgar Bodenheimer, Jurisprudence - The Philosophy and
Method of the Law -, rev. ed.(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1981), p.379.

3) R. Zippelius, A8 94, AAA, pp.73-80 FZ.

4) 798, Tydste] ZEEA (ZTFAL 2006). pp.308-346 7=
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1. HallMef 2o 3 FH

Hal o= ZA vFol Fd30 A (authentische Auslegung, authentic
interpretation) 3 F#34 L= &

interpretation) &l + F/F7F Aok FBAAL WA AdH(authority) S 2
I s F7PIE A% A Yujste fA A 4 A9 WA
2¥o] JAAHL Utk oldll= YTl g AFaA, AR 3t PA s

234 (wissenschaftliche Auslegung, doctrinal

424 omlely Aikole gL T
Heh ¥e AEgoA By one
Q E= FAL e o)H@ Aol A, F AP (judicial process) S
Adel @%@ A%, IYL BE FHER olFTh APEHA %o
A opel g wizd BHHL HeHs) 9 waNe FHS ABe
AA7h & Rolth WA APl Joln AgRel ARAHA 9RE A
& 7h5d wie A4 2 BT T 4+ 9L Aot A eulelA
827 (Rechtsfindung) o] & 4ol SJ3te] )AL E3ld H& A5 WE

$2 WTFE FoRIE AL TATO old] Wl S A5 Wit

x
AsA RE 5 U9l §Ael TANE A4 1 $AT 238 4
3 z

5) ARz AAA, pp.390-391.
6) A9, AAA, p224.
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AAL dAT gl EAjsts WS AL A sk A
£ Zo] ofugt d=9] ‘M3 A (Rechtsfortbildung) ol 31 F= 7]
Tolthn wEel AMEAY P S B8 EANE VFol ArERe ALE
o) =

=

[¢]
FE 9E ROl

4y B o e

A DL CEEERTE

stElef At #Este] HEHd ol mEE, FE AR, JAE v
H =g-AAE 3R, 28 SHEF Y o] SAIHLY diHel &
09 Idd 25 sElA ey e E A4 £REY S =g F
IS EEA EEsAE A umA HEES BT =2 dARe
A AHste AR UL dobbMe S gAY e8] it
el A, 122 "EARA T2 oled WA BT =od SR £F

J m}

A Az 7T a7t e Aolth

.
o
¥
>
Jo
"
ol
1o
o
o
=2
1o
-~
f
it
1o,
dlot
i
o
f
oft
ol
il
n
o
rlok
ol

E {3y
RNoY, ol dE wFE ol IH3tY N Ee A'(Begriffskern) 3 THE 9] E'(Begriffshof)
HEAY FHgo) gl o o o] FAXH (A Aol

E QhollA o]RARH HEA e sl o

of Jhal} el E WoA o]RojXW WAL HH, YA EZE FAH 37 Fvh2

gozx HIA'H = T Ak ol tiEsldE o] AE, THelE - yely9
AR A Ak oA -5 gk Al

8) oo #3 =9l e T

9) R. Zippelius, A8¥} 9, AAAM, pp.73-82 #H=.

10) $guelel g2y g oy WaEE waA, T2 /E { 2ok AENHEY] 7
+ 9o Mz BEdle o]ze HEE L JE AE & F ek oo B, FH,
gk 2, (89 AL, 1989), pp.66-65: AAL <, TSNS, (YA} 2006), pp.62-65: Mg
o HeATA A THEGEE (AU R 1989), p. 27: AET 9. TESHRE (4
FAYE, 1993), pp.l11-113: HE3, "HEHEE,(gkg AL 2008), ppl21-123: T4z, TRy
E,5(8F3 AL 2013). pp.238-243: 24 T gke) o)a), (=& B (F), 2010), pp. 75-78
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é
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:(l){zv‘
1%
rlo
o
1x
1o
=
o
ro
g
=
i)
lo
iR
2
e > o e o 2

2 (formal logic) e W] wet A= AL <

A4 834 dE By 4 2 388 st AAE 3

E RS W=D Y(legal logic) ) SFoldT Ak, Wkelge W

E=ggte] Hhgte] oz} 7lEle &

o2M I g T vty T F= & Aokl
&

AEd AHES. B AEE T8 7AH Z2AY dd 8d'Y EAE

=)
o
a
e
>
N o ot
oft 4l >

rir
ol
i
iy
L
il
tllo
>
N
rir
v
2
e
o
ax
ol

TPl glol ol e BT T, i) FLHILA s 4T A
S ¥9EWa 229 PU0E THs ZES FoT Bt olHW U3
o }29 Yold ANHACE HAATA e TAH FASE Awglol

ABHoZ ol & ok, oln] EASNE (ARH TE FBH) XY B
L Zolth ey sldlel "ejAke) 1w (Wilensdogma)

g
249 We ved AFACE AEeE Zol okl WAH Wel g
‘57 8 (Konkretisierung) 32 2012+ @oba, Wl 7418 &L 7830
oF ¥ WAL BolSN FATolol & Bert UThy Bk th 2HY,
ARG B TAH AR @ e 48 el 528 #H3o]
A, oln] I AAE oY F AE Foizl o® R, F Gwrgel #EL
o AR Aol AFHOZ AEEE AL ohd RolTh waA Wel a4
o B o) AL AGANY TAD - A A4F D s oo}

g FAHA ZAS ILysts dAlstel ®qrdel 4n|

Tl
<

Hdo 2 o F

11) Chaim Perelman, A&A4 ¢ 291 o, T3} AHolo A (ZRAM 4, 1986), p.204.
12) Konrad Hesse. Grundziige des Verfassungsrechts der Bundesrepublik Deutschland. A 81€
A, TMEAHY S, (A AL 1985), pp53-59 =,
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ZEY 4 PE ALHT JE B BAEHQ g ¥
] HE 7122 sto] o] FojAof gt} oH T a4
i

(Wortinterpretation, grammatical interpretation)

u_li

. o ZECIE IFHHLEE o8 WY2E s FH Aok

. o1& TEdH 17‘<P‘é94 |Folgty gtk Ty HE ARREHT
X e BAALE AHHL e dFde dE
7b 871 "ol Fosjor & BRIt T o€ Fof, "EE (bona fides)
59 Aeele —P ki3 U}*"— L2 ‘a*é At vhee sty ¥

oﬁ, ;9.

w, ol rfr
2
fr
>
ofo
L)
rir
oM,
—|o
-3
r1r

n 11
_L
2,
9
of

| %
[o
o
ﬁ
rr
<
k)
rsh
>
>
o
[2u}
I
o o o ® %o

22
AU
R
[
ol-m el
_>r:
E
o
;‘i
El
$
F_E‘,
Ho
2l
i
N
X
fd
o,
rr
2L
[
ro

e8] Al 9,10174 TAZE He AL, BT ARREY de A9 97

E I AR FAY uE sfAsoF & A7} oW A g sk Al A9
guE sfAsoF & A7t e Holth AR YFE AFA HE oL
she, T2k S FsH A E gty s, LY A £ &
AE Ho] Stk YoM g AAMYE §o] HLHAXE FAAH FAFHY &

d SoA M onj7t FAE ook gty E W), FAL Bk BEe F730
2ty & Zlolt}y, meba {e A 58 o] f7t fle & W
Aol A o] T8 e A#HAH 94‘3]% 7102 st o] FoAE A
o] gojthld) o3t omolX PR} FHA YALE FAlshE AYFH
AZo] ‘F=HA FA4E (subjektive Auslegungsmethode)dl s}Fstehd x84
AAE S WEo] YEAY FHA AL oilE UHAE Foted 23E H
T AA 9] JAF(Wille des Gesetzes), & F7HEEA) 9 AAF JALE ov|s}
= Z0E Erue HolA ‘AH#F &4 2 (objektive Auslegungsmethode) ol 3

13) #

A8 AAAM, pp.251-252: FAA, THSEZR  (HEAL 1 83). p.8l.
14) ¢4

L T222A0) gty 71 2. A2 IA T S ZE I, 2011), p337.
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#el s ¥

4

g- &b

4 2&0

ok
e

T3 Aolthld) ojgd YL HESY 9rie /Mg A Hu F8
& A2 HEQ ‘orldA 18T AF (hic et nunc)d AZT gnjgty e

@ =24 -AAA A

‘=& - AAZF 34 (logisch-systematische Auslegung, logical-systematic
interpretation) & =213 AU AAF HALEE 0] st a4 WY
o2 AAEY e FHE YRt T I Yud =9 HHA AA
A wHe HEE A9 ZoUt oy Eo 4 AAE s Bt A
HEad ol FAA AA 7kt Ao tiidel HA e R RASL
JE Y9 BHFAPL 72T sl I Ju|E TR = HEe Tt
o 9 Hde S8 B gdHFCE EAste Ao] o & Wit
13501’\1 ?5}‘44 HAA ol 5dF02 EAFHARNL JE Ao)7] o

ii}% 01—?«53% sAsor & dart A ok

AE Fol, Wy MEXFE syt Al I 71 Aegde
F oY AAGEEA 42 o st sidshe A, 2 olme
HEY 2L sk el I AT e W == 43 &
T3] FRH R sy, FRE AMse A o8 FHEHNLE
Agte W 5 T £ AW A2z AlgelA "HaEse FHo) o
T o2 MEE FUn"Y Ho} 93, o mt WERA FAel A4
A7 WEel @Y A2x AlFE ek Acls HEA FEYe] 1 a4
oz ZFHAAE AT AAF AP e Aok

e A%, A/ ALY A AAH ] AL A7) Ee vfeRe
AAEES Ao A dsiMs A8HA ofste AR sHsta, ol
& 7 9 A& ALsl Aok ole ¥

2,
rr
offt
kN
Y
[N}
o
Lo
Y
b
>
o

15) R. Zippelius, A 3u} G, AAAM, pp.36-37, 73-74: AGs HAAM, p225.
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FAS 4AE M Avke B 2AS T A ols o) Awd ¥z
=

Jm
i
&=
o,
lo
o
fos
)
o
e
N
i
=
ol
o
fu
P‘l',
£
i)
4
lo
1o
=)
i)
)
oo
=2
o
o
to

AAAD BEL e ol oM E BEES] vy F3ddol
AZ AFEHAY Begol flo) AR Z3E olF & UEF HEA &85
°f st WHolzle Hold F4=dldq A dARS 2L duy
= A ol E gudA e FFHoE E8dte dqTEE &
8 ‘=24 - AAA A elBL sk Aot

=2 RS 718 () =unds 23t HEe dns st
A g HellM I S 9] glom, 53] TNER S (Begriffsjurisprudenz)
< AAHAA L ASd e 7I2E ddedd FHLE dv F4=Ed U
< 579 dehiHEcs &83d Zolnklh) =yd] mE ye HE2
ofe| ~E & = (Aristotle) ol 2lstd A 2Hd =FHHEY HE=R (syllogism) ol

IASIE Atk A= mEW AAHAE L HFE KEHE (major premise)

2 37 AARBAE UL (minor premise) & 3] o] Fo|XE BA L (E

A Z8)E 58t ZE(conclusion)©] EEHE A gt olzid 3

W2 MO E St I = A APAEE Fokd S dE A=
J

s A o

LI T

4 2 Bude FUHES ¥ & dE PPEOD
%

Th kLD
Hel S4B A8 S LRAT PHOR ol FolHok FRS Wit
B4 2 48] 45 Begel glol o Rojd & gom, oF wgoz ¥y
RA 840 BHE F Yok s Aot =

o1 7hed sl B
Pere A BY 2 1 4L ATHE GBS DHE Ao,
WA 23 gvhe se 2 =
S CIEL LR R
=
T

2 o9 =2)ak

16) AEZ AAA. pp45-47.
17) E. Bodenheimer, op. cit., pp.386-387.
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of identity), “FE (principle of contradiction), 122 ‘HE# 4 (principle of
excluded middle) & " '(analogy) &4 #Hel AUtk FLES "AT A9
o EEES "AT A7F obd Z(FEA)el ofHTh” IFX BlFES "AE A
oAU ofy® A7} obd A(FFA)IAY & T ol shttel s ok 3}
M, 1 & F9Y ok Uk od & fith's =g elth g
= §HF2 (argumentum a simil)< o=
BAEE AT AFste HEFES TEH 9
1
g

o] =83 AL ot FA SEHAX = HHo|A T
5+

ARQFell QlojA] o gt At Alg, &

s a2eid 40 HE&E F Atk =

ohzl ‘Mol (juridical person)® &

3 i 1= A&=5A "k 9

=719 Mdde 43 FEAtel ol =7 &S

A B B EE 98] ALHA HE Aot ot 4
=

I\ A A

rE oo

kot N
" oL
K2 © K 2 Moo ox i

rlo

= gEe
Y guBdel se HES A6 BN
Aol PelaT FRET ATk He $E A9
NePy 949 4 g AR e B
£t A2k 9T FA7} AT
24 A Hoke kHeR A

1 o
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o
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rlo
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fr
J(m
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rot
=
ol
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¥
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o

18) AR AAN, p305: A= AAM. pp3i2-33 FZ, D0 HRE Sty W
MOE ERUOEA WY Mol ohiz WY 2 53 WEoEAg #3

Q
&
8] AYstAl Fake A= el Ak ol dside @9 F 1009 28 F=
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Au)
i
o
>,

gozAY Asdel gny ANT FE Yot olPF AL =
2 s

W32 (argumentum a contrario), & ‘HHi3

=
ﬁ:
=2

BENLH LURAL 1 AT 9 YA i (34
94 AAPES AL A3 Yehbl FE se EF6 ST

b Qe ROl TG BRHTE A9 ALEA A BA @Ry 29
st} guEd 2 F4EAWAL AT P2 wAd AP FF
o WHE FLATT HHNE BE AT mE o] glom, ok Z )
13
h=g

al
HEZA SAE 9rlsie Aol7|E SIATHY

i
_L?‘_',
1o
ol

® GAHH HAHE

‘A AW (historische Auslegung, historical interpretation)< %
o] WA AN Entstehungsgeschichte) & 7122 3t d14 9] wgoltt, ‘Z?
HA7E A Gl ojw st HAE F3Ey Fg AEIFAETIE BE
o A3t WHolt) ol MY 7IZA I HES FRET g%
& A WA YujEdE 7IE2E Ae AEE ‘FAH &4 & (subjkktive
Auslegungstheorie) & A8 2 A E 3 @S o] s Aotk X ole
PR YALE JAHE WHOE "ete st Aolr] Wil "SAR|A
ot ot GAH el dztete] AMAS YALE Totatr] st T
AL HAESY A HAHEAY, HolfA, d-AAA, dAE T 9
7] 22 & (traveaux préparatoires) & AES= Ao 223514 2 Ao|th

WA FAY A A FE T AEET AR ASE Bo] gAlE Ao
REolth 181X ¥ o4 AFPoEN =22 AHY WA el
ZHA = Aoty wEhA B Aol A{EHE AlHAAMY ARA or|E
g A =ojof drhE F7Fol E‘:P gatA AZIHEI Aok ol#H g n|efA F
A NEAEY TG 28 du7IEAE YeEU e 4¥rIEa
o PR WA WrRY EHL AFA A Fro] oflEt F&Fo

fincs

19) S, EERA @A - DA ekt HALPERe] D MBH 33 -7 Ty
=31, #2273, 2006. p.180.
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Q= MR BH HE Aolth), mak GAH YL, ARy o
HEolt Mg ANES A Z§ FE AAHlsInt st
BZA A5 HEE Sl A A

el AR AAPYN AHUAE YAHE Tt LS AAAN

12 & gl A7 Al
0l B4 U AEAY RS Agozn wake oug
Hog 4T & glojof BTk ETh) olH@ dmey BAEH a4

"(teleologische Auslegung, teleological interpretation)S WS A3 Z Z7

gAY A8 FHoE FAE A3 EAY e (Zweckjurisprudenz) ]
o ZAE T2 Ut AHE e HFolF AFAS A Yo
8700 AME7Y EY3] M E olEd 28Ao) FEHoof
| O o]l iR ol 3t IEete oy W did
378 HHAN, YH BAY H2L AN} ol W
=402 2H 2789 Aol

Mmoo o W OH
IV = A

bl

o it

e,

Ju )

X

[¢3

ol
i

LoE o alo
kLo of

O
-

:‘.‘zrsﬁ
2 gh Lt

>
L

A

20) G. Radbruch, Grundziige der Rechtsphilosophie, 3313 - Au] o, THEAS,(Fg 7
1971). p.296.

21) R. Zippelius, 28] 4, AAA, p.74.

22) HEZE, AAAM, pAT.
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& Fof, vAdRA tE »A fAs diHoR vAddRrt A4
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U2 HeHE ALoE BPAAY MAE Fase 237 FE ROl
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o T ABAE AN HEAYLENY FHE HAEHS BT of

= A AEe S A%l §9E Aot aET FY A2T
Z Al AHY AL AR A A A T Ao WEA
Aol A AR gA 715 g 2ol (Gesundheitsbeschidigung) 2}
T HE A% A9 Fue dves d9s 2 A9 Qe THHE
AE AT @4e) Tl 2= F8402 nRe) FaHHd P
= A0 AYHT A= AL a9 dnlsh B4R AT ol 4
Ko} AT} ukE P

A e gl A e s ek
9] u

PN WS AoF uik Bgue] Feh ARl AgHE ol
S gold, 19 WREe GuE FANA A&HE Qo ol fAbE
Akl IT)E AEsHE PEel fF9 Hus TRt & AN A,

oA A Ho} o] ISP AdA Ao FE

i
P>
1o
e
jinea
o
a

WHe RS TEHAQ
HEAE wERe A 2o ZPANL 34 Fue s UAE
Aslel A &l ERAANE AL FAZ s Aol wEe] §39 A9,
dg So WA Wolel BF FAS AU Y= AWl #F He4E
A AYFY Y DL WA Ade] TFAD 5 Atk AAAA o]
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Bl o4 3

—

k=g

4 2&0

ok
e

AL Ro] ohet BA WA AEA FAA (similarity) & 2AZ 0%
RTHE Mol BEth o9 Zo] FAE LG ARE AALNE HAT
A8 OE 2Ad 9@ Rolo,

o9} Po) WE AT B 2N FANE TAWYY 9%
SAA T, el ol WA 7

]— —3_—] =1
M= Hade] A=dzA Wl olgy 7|EUEE

o ¥o
BT OV [

[N )
ol

Mo oo N A

N
-
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k) o
32,

i)
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Av)

re
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W Mol
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o
o o o

o
AU
2 rr
ol
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lo
ol
i
s
o
il
T
T
N,
ol
Fd
30
N
Mo
o

A E=EHE 325 HajAd
59 A3 (evolutive) £ "HFH (dynamic) HIL22 2L it

AT Yk

2) 7|Ete| s
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30) AAA.

31) R. Zippelius, A&8) 9, AA A, p8s.
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2o} 71X, Wel 1B, BAA, o wF TT A
WA B0 Badel B NeP RE 245 THE BE (discourse)
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A T EH I BRAS AR daAE, S4 8A BEe] 27
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37) E. Bodenheimer, op. cit., p.424.
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39) R. Zippelius, A8e] 9, AAA, pp.94-95: E. Bodenheimer. op. cit.. p.440.
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o= el Kol 29 38 (argumentum a minore ad maius) 3 “RIA

NZo| FE (argumentum a maiore ad minus)3 7S 553 71%S 33}

7= gtk BE fFc EAVF He d9Au AR AA AAd g Hgol

A8 EASA G Aol e H Wt o)g2 £8

F7F wAE) g% ‘e oy I ER(EERS) S & 5

AL Yujsity, VpelA K2 FE'L FE WHELA T Y JF
1 5

S Fyath ok oF Tof shiel AAATE WANAY Ast] YR
BYAE FACE 2@ A%ol 1uth ¥ 28 AYAL 270 o™ o9
2 WY ERE WPNL # AES e AL dujth W A3062[ 2
AN B FACAT RO sl AAGAA o] U= WA Y
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T2 RFe] HLAL WA AL FAT ARHE AL olH @ F2o

ogt Zlo|t}d2) olyst FEL 4FY argumentum a fortioniEA =2A A

el 9@ BEHN I M2 Ao ekt A9ea @ 4 o
Qo wyolt ¥ Sl deldE 437t 42 £ ok Fuel
HE §3Eg0) 97 BARL Atk thA Beel, HREAT (ullum

41) 3AA. pp.94-99.
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43) E. Bodenheimer, op. cit., p.393.
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44) Ibid., pp.394-395.
45) Ibid., pp.395-396.

46) “--- Hence, while the equitable is just, and is superior to one sort of justice, it is not
auperior to absolute justice, but only to the error due to its absolute statement. This is
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AHHoER e W EHFFH Ee ¥ FAF 7ol AE FYAE &
AL ¢ T Uk dF 20, 979 AL 'BH5HE HY9 (Common Law Courts)
Ao A E 7122 FAE common lawe] ZAXANL By g HEFHO
2 g9y HY (Court of Chancery)& E3td AH| X 3ol &y A
AL "FHY (Equity) ©18t2 25 AL vlZ 'FH'o] § HEF 4L &
ato shute] AAAQ A AA L FA 71Ag HEQ] Rolthdh g

=
‘W99 Qe WS 2 Byl
Hel gglA 1 FAL HIHE o

QAP U BEE AFS LI HE e 4FHQ
E2 992 WA= Gt 059 3 2 WE, 292 FAEY Ius
93 dE WS FYB A EE CAUAZAAES WA} v ol
s Aot

25Y YHHOE WAL Wl F§ YA WAYF DAz 'Y
228 TAT F 9 BY oz W 3, 59 299 BHo) A
A= WA AF v W LFVOEA BAL H2T + UPL
BUhO %ol me W) 4 2 A8 BAs YY) YU T
F YRS WA L Ak AE Ak A8 Sol, £ DY ALRLKE]
£ Rl #ehel WE A0l Slo® BEWel sty #guel glow
2o AT T FHSHL Ak o) A B (natwe of things)$l H§)
MR EFET Y7 WEl T WAL SHAT =] Ik Aol A
A, ZE oW Aol ol 1 AR J1Fo) B AP B
o] B ZASA 2= A% ¥ FAL oI AR ARHA Ra] 1)
2o 1§72 B3 dyold ARTAOE BEY & UTE ol WAHL

the essential nature of the equitable: it is a rectification of law where law is
defective because of its generality. - (< ZA+= At ZZ. Arstotle, The
Nicomachean FEthics, pp.313-317 in E. Bodenheimer et al. An Introduction fo the
Anglo-American Legal System(St. Paul, Minn.: West Publishing Co.. 1981). p.39.)

47) E. Bodenheimer et al, op. cit., pp.41-44.
48) R. Zippelius, A8 &, AA A, pp.96-97.
49) E. Bodenheimer, op. cif.. pp.422-425.
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Ak ETHT S ST, HE UBE WEE FRAEe

F4HQ 384 9
A AL A HROE del AT Ael)) Az oIl
s O
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50) &4 T 289 KRS EQIsHEA, I onler #J3te "ALEY E44 YA k&
AlEel =7 TxRE) oM, AbEe ojAdel ity Azte e lolth vite] Bk, A}
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AL, o] £ xgH)h _?_oﬂ WA =, A};}EL& A3 A Ep:‘r/ﬁ /\4;\4;\1 A};]ﬂ}q rﬂ_ﬁ
Aoj-old ol oMY AAZ Zs-ge] dutdE T o]FOE FEHE S -
SIAFH O 4FY AdEE EAg ¥ 4 vk 2 Ay JdHERE, r‘?l‘ﬂ
22,29 AL 2006), pp.22-23).

51) E. Bodenheimer, op. cit. p.395. 43°] /Bddgre] §25914 @AE vlwstdA delEd
A8 2 (Freirechtslehre) & 25 Haldou H489 Ay §EE 3 438 71& 4
A ZAE FLS A HE F2H TV ALY AAE ATTFOEN WY Y A9
7HsAdel 73 AHEIeH o] YR AFHEEL UdF9 A (Gefihlsjurisprudenz)
o AUA et vlHe] AZIHAY AMLE AT Fart ok olo tisiA oA, ©

AL AAHE(HEAL 1987). pl4s HZE.
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[Abstract]

A Study on the Interpretation and the Method of
Filling in the Lacunae of the Law

Kim, Boo-Chan

Professor, Jeju National University Law School

The essential functions of the law are to reduce the variety and diversity

of human actions and relations to a reasonable degree of order and to
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promulgate rules or standards of conduct applicable to a certain circumscribed
types of action or behavior. In order to accomplish these tasks successfully,
the legal order must undertake the formation of technical notions and concepts
designed to aid in classifying the multifarious phenomenon and events of
social life.

The law is a unity of rules which comprise the general statements of
order or prohibition of certain actions and behavior. Therefore, in the process
of judicial jurisdiction, legal concepts and provisions of the laws need to be
interpreted for defining the meaning and the scope of the application of the
rules. Traditionally, four basic methods such as grammatical method, historical
method, logical-systematic method, and teleological method have been used
as the method for legal interpretation.

We can see that there is lacuna in the law because of imperfection of
enactment of laws and the defectiveness of law based on its generality and
absoluteness. Lacunae in the law gives rise to the burden of the Judiciary
or Judges to fill in the lacunae through the work of de facfo making
applicable law. In order to fill in the lacunae, the Judiciary have utilized the
method of analogy based on the argumentum a simili in cases of explicit
lacunae and the application of the higher legal principles such as a principle
of equity, justice or reason in cases of so-called hidden lacunae.

But the method of analogy is not sufficient to perfectly fill in the lacunae
because the necessity and validity of its role is to be justified by the other
method such as teleological method or value-based approach. And in cases
when the legal principles such as a principle of equity, justice or reason are
utilized, the Judge may be governed by emotive-volitive factors. Therefore,
the task of eliminating an intuitive hunch, an irrational predilection, and an
arbitrary fiat of the Judiciary, and securing the objectivity and the legitimacy
of the results from the application of the method of analogy and the higher
principles of law & equity.
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