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Tools of Interpretation in Certain Binding 
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the American Legal System 

Abstract 

Judges are inevitably required to interpret laws in order 
to issue a verdict, and therefore, the method of 
interpretation often determines the outcome of the case. 
Given the importance of interpretation in achieving 
judicial justice, it is essential to do so systematically and 
define clear criteria for evaluating judicial interpretations. 
These issues have led to extensive theorizing on 
interpretation. Among scholars, a distinction has been 
made between two approaches: textualism and 
purposivism. In addition, some writings have identified 
and categorized the Tools of Interpretation used in the 
American judicial system have been identified and 
categorized. Examining these writings confirms their 
central position in judicial interpretation. These tools, 
which vary in importance, include: ordinary meaning, 
technical meaning, legal definition, Statutory Context, 
Canons of Construction, legal principles, legislative 
history, interpretations and administrative precedents, and 
practical consequences. 

 

 



 
 

  

 

 

 

This article is written in a descriptive-analytical 
method and based on the assumption that t is also 
necessary to use these tools in our judicial system. With 
the explanation that the right interpretation requires the 
right use of the right tools. The evaluation some of 
Decisions as a Unified Judicial Precedent of the Supreme 
Court confirms this claim. 
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2. Textualism  
3. Purposivism 
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1. Canons of Construction 
2. semantic 
3. substantive 
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1. Constitutional avoidance 
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