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The achievements of this study are as follows: First, we conducted a
comparative legal research on the judicial precedents and academic theories concerning
constitution-compatible interpretation in the United States, Canada, France and Germany, and
convention-compatible interpretation in the UK. We have made it clear that constitutional-compatible

interpretation is widely shared as the cardinal principle of statutory construction, and then
elaborately portrayed the differences among these countries of the way how courts actually applied
this method.
Secondly, based on that research, we precisely analyzed the Supreme Court precedents and academic
theories in Japan, and clarified the conception of "constitutional-compatible interpretation”, its
merits and demerits, conditions on which such a method can be constitutionally applied, and finally,
the differences from the severability, “ unconstitutional as applied’” approach and other methods
how to declare unconstitutionality of statutes.
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