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Abstract Judicial review conflicts to Chna’ s constitutional construction There is no possibility that
judges to interpret constitutbn. But as public authorities jdges are under a constitutbnal duty to ntempret
the law s accord ng Constituton. The legal interpre tation accordng C onstitution isnot constitutional n terpre-
tation, but onem ethod of legal ntempretation The legal interpretation accord ng Constitutbn has already not
only an interpretng method buta constiutbnal duty of judges The kgal ntepretation accod ng C onstitu-
ton could be applied nto kgal ntepretatbn in several kvels such as system atic ntepretaton and inten-

tonal ntepretaton
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