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Abstract : The author classifies China’ s judicial interpretation into normal and discretiona interpretation
according to his judicia experience and legal interpretation theory. He points out the important function of the
latter kind and the theoretic cause of its under - emphasis. Besides, he also makes a overall study into the judicia
interpretation’ s importance in deciding and deepening of |egislative meaning, and proposes a practical suggestion
in promoting the development of China’ s judicia interpretation.
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