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The article determines the concept of the law’s interpretation, its significance and specificity of
juridical texts’ interpretation and also contains different points of view on this problem. The adopted
ways of their interpretation and influence on juridical practice are specified.
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The article considers the problem of reproduction investment, its system behavior and functions. The
primary aims of investment process functioning are shown with the purpose to restructure economy. The
investment stages in production field and the aims of each stage are classified. The author analyses foreign
investment acceptability for economy restructuring in comparison with national investment resources.




