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TR S | R A SCal R BEAS, M e VAR E R R . R, WAL T T T SCUR R AR KRR I,
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ey BERXRY , CGEFR) 2022 5% 3 #,
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@ Thomas M. J. Méllers, Juristische Methodenlehre, 2. Aufl., Miinchen: C. H. Beck, 2019, S.120.
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VAR IERE L. 7 O ik L, (BRI EIRREI) 55 11 &KIXA T “Hei 2B R i S0 1
B ARMERSI B L X RO IRI R S I S, IR TR @ LIRS
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Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 68.

Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 75.
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Karl Engisch, Einfiihrung in das juristische Denken, 9. Aufl., Stuttgart, Berlin & Koln: Verlag W. Kohlhammer, 1997, S. 93.
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Franz Bydlinski, Juristische Methodenlehre und Rechtsbegriff, S. 439.
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FRAE RN SC S IR, X T — AR SORT F , AT AJR TS, AR TREESNE, IR R
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@  Joachim Vogel, Juristische Methodik, Berlin & New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1998, S. 114 f..
Q® e L HIE “mBeAe E”  (Ausgangspunkt von Auslegung) , AN EESRKRIT LT EM “MisE L XL R
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Methodenregeln fiir den Ernstfall, in: Joachin Riickert/Ralf Seinecke (Hrsg.), Methodik des Zivilrechts - von Savigny bis
Teubner, 3. Aufl., Baden-Baden: Nomos, 2017, S. 44.

@ [#&] FhReBm%: (EFFEa) (Fom) , HRHMF, LT BMHAHME, 20205, %262 T

® A Thomas M. J. Méllers, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 129,

® Philipp Heck, Gesetzesauslegung und Interesenjurisprudenz, in: Archiv fiir die civilistische Praxis (AcP), 112 (1914), 1, 173. 7¢
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Looschelders/Roth, Juristische Methodik im Prozess der Rechtsanwendung: zugleich ein Beitrag zu den verfassungsrechtlichen
Grundlagen von Gesetzesauslegung und Rechtsfortbildung, Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 1996, S. 23,

@ [3]1%4: CREamas) (B2, HEE. FETE, bW FEHRAE, 201155, % 112 A,
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@ # WL Hans-Joachim Koch, Das Postulat der Gesetzesbindung im Lichte sprachphilosophischer Uberlegungen: Aus Anlaf} der
Tagung ,,Recht und Sprache* der bundesdeutschen IVR-Sektion vom 3. bis 5.10.1974 in Mainz, in: Archiv firr Rechts- und
Sozialphilosophie (ARSP), Vol.61, No.1 (1975), S. 27-41, LA % 35 M.

@ Philipp Heck, Gesetzesauslegung und Interesenjurisprudenz, in: Archiv fiir die civilistische Praxis (AcP), 112 (1914), S. 173.

® Hans-Joachim Koch, Das Postulat der Gesetzesbindung im Lichte sprachphilosophischer Uberlegungen: Aus Anlaf3 der
Tagung ,, Recht und Sprache* der bundesdeutschen IVR-Sektion vom 3. bis 5.10.1974 in Mainz, in: Archiv fiir Rechts- und
Sozialphilosophie (ARSP), Vol.61, No.1 (1975), S. 35.
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Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 67
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¥ W Larenz/Canaris, Methodenlehre der Rechtswissenschaft, 3. Aufl., Berlin & Heidelberg: Springer, 1995, S. 145, 187; Franz
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TRRIABALEE “hzeiiii” © (Kollisionsliicke ) F1 “HAYiSIRIA”  (technische Liicken ) o © JLHZ7E HIW
WG, 385 B S G 78 AR A S 55 2 B S TN A R s

(2) LR BRARRA L B 8IS

CREGEL) 55 144 ZME, TTRFATNEEN AT RIFEFREIT IO, XIE—5F 50 A,
MSCAR G R R s, HRECRICREFAT N RE T AT S8 RFER T, NS Sz ik A T a2
XFRRFITHEIAARES A, WA “TTRFIT AR NETE R FRRIGE 1 7 1 [ HAth )5
TR —ATE, Bl THEARSACTERFITNNEES, FIbdE: B i ke A B S0
AT, MR B B St 0 IR T — R A TR, XHERLE , 7 A REFRA T AR
P AT M ANEAMRAT A BESR, R 2 SR X ST il A T . © AR e 1
ATRERYSCSORE, &l atdE a0, MHEN B 2 SCRTE Bk vk, SORREIE Tk, 7EX
P BN R 2 T PR ], XA BRI AR & T vk, AR RN 0 SORT B R e EE, X RR
W= AT —Fh WA o @

R 27 144 50 T RFAT N AR T AT S8t RSk A AT AR BES @ rm iy B g, Itk
XFH N RIS AT A X B, 1 22 (A A B S LA 25 0 A O . AN AR, R Y AR S
FARIEDL, SRAIWA TAZHETEM IR e Te T e I NGk R 25 56, e 5 & RIA L
XA R, WA SZIEN AR Qs H o S i R SRR T A I A 43, Tl — IR A e
B, WIHSCSCm SR IE I T Yz, AR RO B AR, N S B A PR AR SRR 15 Bk A T oA HE
BRI A RTE I . © e, AMUESCGE AR, ST SRR AR . S0 e R AL T A4S
FHHIEEE (ratio legis ) M LEI T, SCXAERMSE 7S EEE . B5 3G E5 6 1R
RAUANE,  “HEMEFRRSE”  ( Teleologische Reduktion ) FFEF X ik A IsIRZEAC, “Fusiisii”  (verdeckte

Claus-Wilhelm Canaris, Die Feststellung von Liicken im Gesetz, 2. Aufl., Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 1983, S. 39.
Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 220.
Claus-Wilhelm Canaris, Die Feststellung von Liicken im Gesetz, S. 141.
(BFAEBEARTHHELSRALA) (CISG) # 1455 1 345 55 5 AN AGHAGR R ZEM4X—FM L, A
R, B LA R,
= AT R R G AR XA 3% L Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 220-223,
FHmER: (PRARERERFRENBEL) , % 380 To
[f]FR st CEREHEn) (F6M) , & 466 W
YEE: (BARFTHRIARKANZEETAGRA) , CEREMAF (BABEERFFIR) ) 2022 F 5% 2 4,
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Liicken ) , ZRFR “NECEWTA” 5 “BIANRT" © ( Ausnahmeliicken ) o @[5 #0000 A Al ) S S 5 T
R R R R A TR AN, B PR AR v R T A L R SODR 8 918 VB R, JRATTFRZ
i HAEIPERRSE  (teleologischen Reduktion ) o © {H H AVERRAE A FIRAfeRE . FRARABEAENVERT 1
JER AR, O RO TR B ST, AR (Koch) =4I iy
SEMEEET 5 T HAPERRZE C 2 T HSOE I RATEE, HEARREIZER B, 20K, HAPER
KT R BRI, ZEPETR R Tk S s — P 1, A, ©

i LA, MBI TR TR IR PR ST, CATRERZ SO AT PR AT RETE:
— PR MRS (ratio legis ), SCSGEZE o MU, B HRLIERY SO, SCCRYSIE 9 “ Ml B
B PR R AP, IS R e 2 S IS AT S I e B SR LR RN
T3 — R USROG 58, e, i RE A SO, SO SRR “ MRG0 1l UL
i By F A PEBRZE , XA DX 70 23k R AL A Tk A LE SRR o PIARIE 20 X Rz 2 T FIRa IR ™ et
SR A RE A RS, JCIS RS S, iSRRI T SO H B PERR S, AR IR
HEXA e EIE.

M. XX ERRIRE

AL e L i R A SCSURRRE . IR R MRS L D S R RN B A A R 1 O 43 AE 44 Bk
HAN, B24E)E (Savigny ) f£ “fEBEIEABN”  ( Grundregeln der Auslegung ) H1IX 4> T, 25
i RIRREMRRE R, RO SORERDSCR NS, GRS E 1 B2 5T RS Z Rl 2
THAMEH. P, SORE R TRk F Il a5 RN Rz k. © siEyorzis b, %
R (308 RS SO REILVEIR] SC, 48 ) AR b SO SHE 1 58 4 vk A AT = S A 1l i) i 244 1Y
HARBER RS, © e UB A M 7 X, BEAMME, B SO gt Je il e .

(—) L ayAasttd

— N, TEIEE AR M T L BAAR R R S, I AR & X © dmatiE U, X TR
(iR AT REVE R RE R A B 2 AT Ak (B ARIERY A4 [Einheitlichkeit der Terminologie]) ” ©.,
BTGB EOR, AMUAE CREM ) R ERES 0 A B 2R W — g, i H, XA
AR [A) — AR 8 A B S D) b B S AR [l — i e, (BARZ GO T, XA 2R AT 5ok, A
W AR S, TEAR B TFESE NS AR, SIS RS AEXT " (Relativitdt der
Rechtsbegriffe ) 4. @ LI “idk” x—MWEE R0, 7ERESHE FEmmAR LR, EH%kE 5
ZRBWER” t, XTER WL RN, 2R FWAhRE, BB AR SRR R
28 RAEN % O MIfERE L, REGEESET, “BELRNENL, REOEThRIWT I R EA
— e, RECT AR ZEORRE, AN CERAFAC B CRBR 7 O ik, R SRR

Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 223-225.

[ BRS IR FBERE: (BERFEHHL) o

[#&]FhRe B (EEHEn) (F6R) , %492 M.

FAzi: (R LBMMREGESHEMEEAR) , (EF) 2019 5% 8 4,
[l R: (SRFLEARZID) , REF, LR PEEHBRE, 20010 F, F 167 R
[f& ] 47 oM. I BB (R E#) , % 204 o

MRadl: (UM B A REESE) , (LH) 2005 F% 6 H.

Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 76.

[ 18] FRA G CGEFFEL) , %69 e

Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 75-77.

SR (AEF (B) ) (B 6Mm) , dbw: H@Edma, 20224, % 383—384 .
2ok (IERFTEERY (B 35k) , dbww: EaAd A, 2021 5, % 297 W.
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PVE RS A AR R A PATIESE T, HAR S NI A AN ]

(=) PR kKA E ZRRD?

RSB R AR AR A, (HENE S BRI e A R R . T SO, T AT 2k
THfgRer — AR, SCFIEWRA B SCIE LT, lH AN ZMR . ALk BT W R kX F 7 .
it R 55 1R 1 O, PURAR TR S Bl A A R AT v A I, — Rl R AR
AR R Z 5 S —J& SCFIE M OB S, AR BRSO SGE T 2 SO SRR sl I8 S
AT B TR O HOA NS TEM R R TS RN W I TG AL ™ ©( In claris non fit interpratatio ) & “ i
SIS (sens clair-Doktrin ) , He3E3k EAR “F XHLN”  ( Plain-Meaning-Rule ) o iX—fi# BRI
HB Ok, 24N Dk A Sk B T 30— A28 © BUREEN LA R T« T Ak Jo Ak —
LA#RE” © (Interpretatio cessat in claris. ) FYFRI, JEACRRRH: BALG M0 LB AES: T3 —#00m, 4n (FHe
PO RS ) © . e (RS TRM R ) © A B M B U L B 1 e e e KB R
XFHAFRSE . ©EXTIGAR, R — AR BIMETES Dk R ah Scikep, A SR se MR
F B BRI (Ulpianus ) 8 75— 00 RS FH AR i B i i Berbag il RV BB S 2 i M,
WA ZA TR ©, 5Ah, ZRIE (Celsus ) B MBI TR IR B A RSB T 050
F (verba) , TR (vis) KakH (potestas) o 7 @ Mk I, flEH: 2% F 24008
TINT C“BIEATERMN” ©, DA NS XL LR E »

TG, RS ARYE, JUHUE IR OB AR, AR (EX TS e A
SEA GRS IR, R R A R, TR AR BT SO IS B PR R SCSCR E AR
FESCSL o XFPANE B RS AU IR LA (Tatbestand ) #853, W hBIAE AR
( Rechtsfolge ) #5453, ©

Hyk, B SO RS HAL R BB R Z MR R M, SRR AR R 5, (N 2R
M. —JriE, BE/ER “SCOEW” , WHEZEE SRR . HAR L SO HEs = 5L,
AR TIEIE, IERRNIAT LIRS 5 . BVERIE SCOSEMII N A, WRMBRIZHE, Mk, © %

O Rwm, ZHmEFHIAN, LBz (GFLERER) %155 1 %6923, £ L Emst A. Kramer, Juristische
Methodenlehre, 6. Aufl. 2019, S. 67; [ #% ] X4 RAM: ((REREFM) 2 X T HXENXR), 4. L@%iE, (&
A (BALBEKF M) ) 2013 F5 3 4.

Q X —fxARA “FHWiALN "  (Eindeutigkeitsregel) , k3L —AkARH “sens clair doctrine” :# “acte clair doctrine” ; 5
AR R, £2 38 ¥ ik EAR A “plain meaning rule” S F “literal rule”,  H ik LT« 80 & RE AN 7 6948 %38, WIRBA,
KPR (BB =AEAY) , (EFAR) 2004 55 4 4.

QO  (FBILA) 32,25, 1: FXFAELL, RARKAE: (FHILR) 14,1,1,20: FHFL, REFLLHME; (F
BLILAD 10,4, 19: RS AT R A @ L.

@ # L % ¥ i L Clausdieter Schott, ,.Interpretatio cessat in claris* — Auslegungsfihigkeit und Auslegungsbediirftigkeit in
der juristischen Hermeneutik, in: Jan Schroder (Hrsg.), Theorie der Interpratation vom Humanismus bis zur Romantik —
Rechtswissenschaft, Philosophie, Theologie, Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag, 2001, 155 ff..

® (T REHY F27 K% | K “LHhEHwE, AARRKALL, RIEAEIFEZEWBAW, 7 (Cuandoel

sentido de la ley sea claro, no se desatendera su tenor literal a pretexto de consultar su espiritu.)

(36 AT AR RoE-Y 5 9 & [ AWioA#H69 54 (Clear and unambiguous law) |: EHELLFW . LE L LLE RN RS

FERAFERN, PRAXLFELER, LAAKRK ZEZEmMBst—F @B, (When a law is clear and unambiguous

and its application does not lead to absurd consequences, the law shall be applied as written and no further interpretation may be

®

made in search of the intent of the legislature.)
Thomas M. J. Mollers, Juristische Methodenlehre, S.126.
CFHICEY 25,4,1, 11,
(FHICED 1,3,17,
Thomas M. J. Méllers, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 207.
Karl Engisch, Einfiithrung in das juristische Denken, S. 139.
[ ] MBS IE FRRE: (BREXFEHER) .
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— 7T, ORI, AERRATE, BRI H R OR A A AR IR L B, HIY
R B O S o FTLL, TESCSURRERT B, Je o i ke =5 sl A

HI, SCURBEIIRERIBREETE T, HHRE N TR HM R R 0 A fit—FhmT g, 7rita X k-,
MO B A B RS TE FUR— i “rRIRIZ5E” C sl CITBOESSIE” o JREH, FIKSCIIHER
AR AFAE K RE— A RS, BIST 308 AT RETE AN JEHGE T2 3 T TORnia B i 00 N 428 8 Bl b e Tk
MR R 2 A0, © BT, Ut 4 R SRR % AR S R o © ML, SC
SCRABRPERUMAR “HEE RN (Vermutungsregel ) , 15 F H AVERFBRAOIETE I AT 2 4B . © Ilnf 2%
FIE, SCUHM . WA TRIRE R — A . B S R TEM, ELUREOARTE, © ik
SHFERBE”  (Jeder Rechtssatz ist auslegungsbediirftig ) . ©

(2) LA MBELBREZEOXZ

SRS L Wortsinn ) P TETFR, SEHSHLE R X (Normsinn ) I E R F , 24Ul E— Ak “ 30 L7
SURHIE “HIIERE L B—Fh AT, RS HAl W3 Rt N E B —Fh R AE . © SO T 2 T R A
T R AR B 1 HE Y S0 7 PPN B AT A S sl B DB AT RN BRIl & S, © FE vk e e
R LA 2, R R T AR ECE R X B R
fBE” o INE, XA AR SCEA R I RS I I PR, A R A SR AR B A L2 b B,
[ S0 SRR, RR . T BBYEREEE LUSCFE MR 4, TESCRk, suRE —Fh S E X
ZIUINER” « BAMREZ IR E T M ERESCRNIUERTZ T, 2 ) _E 0 2% &3] 45
B H A — U BAAZE v B T AR 0 IR X S B B 2 AU . © WU, BE4EJRARTY . SRR
RERE DIk B, 3 DU B2 AR IMRVE R G 3. ToBE, sk R I B R al s R R Ge s &
TR, (AR DR R i BR B X U T, TRV 2 BARR R A, XX PO
Z— W A A R AR B IR 7 B A T A W, [ 3o TR A 2 P 75 9 s, 7 ©

SRR A A L 3R Z B DE ZR 7 T R, AR T AR R 1%, SO “ 0125055 ( prima
facie-Vorrang ) ; TMREBANIAN, HEMREAN M. © Frigm ok’ , — i meis kR
MSCTFR, BSOS BRI A B a5 s D0 — 7 THRAE , SO R — PP Be i ie, H 54
WATRETE 2 3, WATREAE &, XFREHAMBEERNTIA, FREE R& e, 8, “TEMRNT,
SRR AL T — 0P 5. AL T HAMBEN S , SRR IERIiE UA RES IR E ©,

BSOS SR R R R , SCURREZ G, SERY AT IR R ApRE . © Sk AT — Rk
HE AR ERET TP IR S5 A, ARG 8 BRI LABAR . © A, SO S B IR 2 8] 6 R B %
TG, SOURRS B Rz 8], sCE S ERR T, SCSCS R Z AR T 2O B B ER o A B ERAR A ¢ fig

2

(2] T RRIER: CGEHEME) , %93 W,

[ £ ]300 oM. J. B30 (R ikit) , % 325 M.

[ ] B EB & FRRE: (BEEFTHL) . ALY, AL “HHM” (Eindeutigkeit) XM LB E%R A,
P RS MM A G ESF N T, RENEH S, #35] “HaLEAN & —F EMBHLIHE (Scheinbegriindung) »
(8B k& gy ks B3P A 69948, U Riithers/Fischer/Birk, Rechtstheorie mit juristischer Methodenlehre, S. 453-454.

[ 14600 oM. J. k8. (EFFEm) , %204 A

Thomas M. J. Méllers, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 206.

Riithers/Fischer/Birk, Rechtstheorie mit juristischer Methodenlehre, S. 453.

Ernst A. Kramer, Juristische Methodenlehre, S. 61.

[# ] D E: CGREAEYEMFL) , MBI BITKPEFR &BITEES, 1998 5, % 138 Re

[ ] MBE%E FRRE: (BEEFHEB) .

[ r: (BIRFBEKRRD , %167 Te
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RBese BT, W SOOREMSCGEE R, Kk, FraBorkmizil, sZaRER “ EHH
() (EE) " S “MEEE" (ratio legis) MBI Fo © A R, HIRDUMMRRE R 2 )%
AL EREHH FARF 20y, (HEEE, MECT HARR MRS,k HAOA SRR H i,
i HL A e e B R MR A A B T B ©

LR, SCURRRE EESTIUR I AR EE Y (fixity) o © SCURB A BAP IR ML AHY
g, © MIRBEFRIIA , ORISR BN A RSIIEF W PE, BRUSCAR R 255 T, T2 31307924
WA BT © A MIATERRRE, RV A A G, B Xk el A U
LB AT RER B S AR LATCA . IERTEX DR b, “SCURBE TR ERNEAS, B TOAURT 2%
byt Oz Mk F A, SECALBIRIR A @, A R SR SR S R R,
IEBS R AN RIE B B Ul B ke, SO RS R RIE N ) PUMIRIREAR R LR —FE -
W FETTY , EHARBUR B — R BN, A R— N AIARYBUR . ™ © SCURB I SR EAE T,
CHOCHBERT ) SCRFEITRRERIT SR —Finr . JHIXEERY Tk, 2 BT LAIRAE & 280 F Y
T, I FLA] MRS —AUNSIAESR T ISR ©, SO RAEX BAT—Fh A RREDIRE . © R IRFFSC
SRR EAE S, ABE “2h” SCOF S SO, MTSEBUSCSUR R SO E.

The Boundary of Literary Meaning and the Limit of Literary Meaning Interpretation:
Methodological Discourse in the Context of the Civil Code

BI Jing-wei
(Faculty of Law, Macao University of Science and Technology, Macao China, 999078)

Abstract: Text, serving as both the medium and content of information, forms the foundation of cognition.
Legal texts are attached to words, and the meaning of legal norms is also based on the meaning of words
(literary meanings). The process of law application, namely, the process of legal interpretation, starts and largely
concludes with the literary meaning of the text. Literary meaning is bounded, exceeding literal limits extends
beyond the realm of legal interpretation. It enters the domain of ongoing legal creation, requiring the filling of
loopholes through analogies and other methods. Literary interpretation is the starting point of legal interpretation,
yet it has its limits and is not exhaustive. Even when the textual meaning is clear, the “clear and unmistakable
rule” since Roman law should be recognized as only a presumptive rule. It is still necessary to combine other
interpretation methods, especially purposive interpretation, to explore the “purpose” and “meaning” of the norm.
In applying the interpretation of the Civil Code, aligning with interpretation theory, it is imperative to uphold the
methodological value of literal interpretation and also essential to transcend the mere “textual” value inherent in
literal interpretation.

Keywords: Literal Interpretation, Literary Meaning, Civil Code, Interpretation of Law, Development of Law
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