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Hans Kelsen: “ Thus, the content of the law
can be anything whatsoever” ' [HJif; » jA{#
A PIAEAIYAL | (Pure Theory of Law,
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Ronald Dworkin’s aphorism

“Jurisprudence is the general part
of adjudication, silent prologue to
any decision at law” (Law’s Empire,

p. 90)
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(Die Radbruchsche Formel)
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“The conflict between justice and legal certainty may well
be resolved in this way: The positive law, secured by

—  legislation and power, takes precedence even when its

content is unjust and fails to benefit the people, unless the
conflict between statute and justice reaches such an
intolerable degree that the statute, as ‘flawed law’, must
yield to justice.” (Radbruch, Rechtsphilosophie, 1999, S.
216, trans. by Stanley Paulson)
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(3) IEREM:aE(The Correctness Thesis
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