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Influences of Democratic Theories on Legal Interpretation Methods .
An Analysis According to the Evolution of American

Statutory Interpretation
LIU Chong, GONG Ting-tai

Abstract; The methods of statutory interpretation are influenced by many factors, among which the
democratic theory is the most important one. Before the twentieth century, worries about the tyranny of
majority in the US led to the plain meaning method in statutory interpretation. During the mid-20th
century, optimistic pluralism maintaining that democratic process would produce sound public policies
for the benefits of all people led to intentionalism and teleology. Afterwards, the public choice theory
trying hard to reveal the defects of the ‘unseen hand’ of the political free market and the failures of
democratic process has led to the ‘neo-textualism’ in statutory interpretation.

Key words: American statutes; legal interpretation method; democatic theories; new textualism

(DA. Scalia, A Matter of Interpretation: Federal Courts and the Law, Princeton University Press, 1997, p.23.
@« 3% B ) kRIS B SCAR E S EN) (T w Bk K F #2013 £ 5 6 ],

084





