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The author of the article analyses the culturology paradigms in which the phenomenon of «mass
culture» is conceptualized and comes to the conclusion about the necessity of conventional
conceptualization of the basic phenomenon. This approach enables to increase the scientific paradigm’s
temporality, which would affect the successive syntagmatic development of the particular science.
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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.




