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See Maayan Perel and Niva Elkin—Koren, Black Box Tinkering: Beyond Disclosure in Algorithmic Enforce-
ment, 69 Florida Law Review, 181(2017).
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Abstract: Legal interpretation often confronts multiple uncertainties, including the attrib-
utes of the concepts being interpreted, the choice of interpretative methods, the collecting of in-
terpretative arguments and the weighing of interpretative conclusions. all of which always exist
in a competitive or even conflicting context. It is essential to reduce disputes through thorough
argumentation. The legal interpretative argument requires both traditional logical reasoning and
“conceptual computation”, as well as the timely application of quantitative calculations in weig-
hing argumentative saturation and argumentative weight. The scientific and normative aspects of
these calculations can be enhanced through algorithmic thinking and technologies. Argumenta-
tion schema mining algorithms can enrich the types of legal interpretative argumentation sche-
mas., addressing the issues of argumentation procedure matching in legal interpretation. Corpus
linguistics, experimental methods, social network analysis can provide solid sources of evidence
and scientific analytical methods for semantic judgment, system interpretation and even value
judgment, thereby enhance the saturation of legal interpretative arguments, Algorithms like the
gravity formula can better achieve weight assessment of multiple interpretative arguments, in
order to make better selections. Algorithm — driven legal interpretation will also encounter is-
sues regarding the reliability, acceptability, and economy of arguments, necessitating corre-
sponding normative constraints through simplification rules, transparency rules, coherent rules
and auxiliary rules. This implies that the application of algorithms in legal interpretation can on-
ly serve as an alternative tool rather than a dominant option.

Key Words: legal interpretation, legal argumentation, interpretative arguments, algo-

rithms, argumentative saturation
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