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including by applying coercive means to entities that do not perform their duties or violate the rights of other entities.
Finally, legal compromise is a prerequisite for any legal relationship in the field of human rights. It is the achievement
of'alegal compromise in the field of human rights that provides an opportunity to resolve emerging conflicts and determines
the level of effectiveness of the state’s activities in the specified field.
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Problem statement. Currently, phenomenon of the law as a regulator of social relations is revealed by
many sciences beyond the scope of jurisprudence, studying social, political, ethical, aesthetic and other
aspects of social life. Being an ideal social phenomenon, but essentially a systematic scope of generally
accepted rules of conduct, the law makes it possible to regulate relationships in society and create conditions
to meet the needs of all its members. At the same time, in order for the rules of law to be effective
the legal system shall have effective means (instruments). Such legal instruments maintain working
of a corresponding mechanism for the legal regulation of public relations. Its effectiveness and legal
efficiency are achieved by the constituent elements of the mechanism of legal regulation, and the legal norm
has been considered as its main element for a long time. However, the synergistic context of development
of the modern world’s legal system, its organization factor shows a change in the paradigm of perception
of the legal norm as a basic element in the regulation of social relations.

Recent research and publications analysis. Many works are dedicated to the study of the mechanism
of legal regulation of civil relations, including works of outstanding scientists, in particular O. I. Abramov,
O. L. Bobyliev, Yu. Grevtsov, V. V. Dudchenko, V. B. Isakov, N. M. Onishchenko, S. O. Pohribnyi,
S. O. Suniehin and others. However, the problem of legal alternative in the regulation of social relations
is out of sight of the scientists, since they place greater focus on the legal norm.

Purpose of the article is to theoretically explore the problem of public relations regulators alternative
to the legal norm. Change of the focus from the legal norm to the benefit of other regulators of public
relations results in rethinking of the components of the legal regulation mechanism. Challenging issues
of the legal regulation of social relations, efficiency of its functioning are the object of interest of scientists
in various fields of legal science. However, the transparency of this legal category, its interdisciplinary
nature, makes it possible to explore its nature integrally, taking into account the potential of other fields
of legal science. The introduction of the complementarity principle suggested by N. Bohr in 1927 enabled
the author to adequately learn the phenomenon of the mechanism of legal regulation of social
relations, its constituent parts by analysis in the mutually exclusive systems. The study of the structure
of the legal regulation mechanism requires specification of its elements and causes their structured
examination to determine the conditions of occurrence of legal consequences of the reality circumstances
and achievement of the corresponding goal of legal regulation. Thus, the study of this theoretical model
at empirical heights of the civil law science allowed extending horizon of the concept of this fundamental
category in law.

Key results of the study. Analysis of the studies focused on the mechanism of legal regulation of social
relations confirms that the mentioned issue is a subject of theoretical studies and was considered within
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the framework of the general theory of law. At the same time, versatility of the problems of the legal
regulation mechanism, its general and interdisciplinary nature makes it impossible to consider it only
within the framework of studies of the general theory of law.

The mechanism of legal regulation in various areas of society, for example private or public relations,
may have different manifestations. Accordingly, the use of various methods of influence on public relations
completely defines the nature of such influence and possibility of achieving its goals. Theoretical study
of the mechanism problems by which the ideal legal norms are transformed into real social life is traditional
for the Soviet and post-Soviet legal science of the second half of the XX — beginning of the XXI centuries.

Thus, according to S. S. Alekseev, the category «mechanism of legal regulation» exists in the theory
of law to demonstrate the moment of action and functioning of the legal form. The category «mechanism
of legal regulation» originates from the category «legal regulation» [1, p. 30].

The mechanism of legal regulation is broadly considered as a set of direct social and legal means
of objectification and realization of provisions of natural law, intended to ensure the stability of social
relations through the best balance of social and individual interests of the society members in order
to create conditions for the progressive development of each person, as well as exercise of his/her rights
and freedoms. Under this approach, the legal norm is one (but not the only one) of the ways to objectify
provisions of natural law.

Thus, the mechanism of legal regulation of civil relations is represented by the system of legal means
which regulate social relations, satisfy interests of the legal subjects, establish and maintain the legal order
in society.

Such an element of the mechanism of legal regulation as legal norm creates a model of possible
behaviour, existence of which does not result in occurrence of the expected legal effects by itself.
This requires factual circumstances of reality within the relevant legal model.

Thus, holism of the mechanism of legal regulation is determined by the procedure for forming
its elements. Such accumulation is fully consistent by nature.

First, a legal model of behaviour of the participant in civil-law relations is developed, which establishes
itself, for example in a disposition of legal norms.

Later, as aresult of objective occurrence of factual circumstances of the reality a subjective identification
of its consequence with the corresponding model enshrined in the law takes place. Juridical fact is created
as a legal effect of the combination of the behaviour model with actual conditions personalized for the
subject. Occurrence of a juridical fact, in its turn, leads to the origin of a legal relation between participants
of social behaviour as a means of personification of mutual legal rights and legal obligations caused by the
manner of the corresponding juridical fact.

Exercise of rights and legal obligations in the structure of a specific legal relation is accompanied
by such legal means of achieving the goal of legal regulation as an act of enforcement of the right and an act
of law enforcement as a special form of exercise of rights.

Through their mediation objective exercise of subjective rights takes place and legal obligations
established in a legal relation which arose based on a juridical fact, the legal model of which is provided
in the legal norm, are fulfilled, which leads to achievement of the goal of legal regulation, as a result,
termination of the corresponding mechanism.

Another order of accumulation of elements of the mechanism of legal regulation does not have a legal
algorithm to achieve the goal of legal regulation. However, the model of building elements of the mechanism
of legal regulation can be complicated by the formation of a new goal of legal regulation at any stage
of accumulation of such elements. For example, act of enforcement of the right may result in occurrence
of another juridical fact, which in its turn will lead to the occurrence of different legal relations. Or else,
the legal relation itself, as legal means of regulation, may create a separate juridical fact which will give
another impulse to the functioning of the mechanism of legal regulation.

However, such a mechanism will function according to the established formula for the formation of its
elements: norm, juridical fact, legal relations, acts of enforcement of the right (law enforcement).

The above structure of the mechanism of legal regulation (legal norm, juridical fact, legal relations,
acts of enforcement of the right (law enforcement) must be generally recognized in the theory of law.
Therefore, social regulation is achieved by introducing common standards of conducts in the society that
correspond to the culture of such a society. Repetition of social processes, typical nature of social binds lead
to their determination as an imperative of behaviour. As a result, they are regulated through the mediation
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of a normative regulator of such relations, which allows to influence the will of the society members
and to support the behaviour of individual members in the footsteps of the allowable and necessary.
Excess of the limits results in the legal effects of influence on a person’s deviant behaviour.

From the perspective of architectonics of the mechanism of legal regulation of civil property relations,
the legal norm is an initial element of the mechanism of legal regulation that determines its basis, direction
of the legal behaviour in real social relations being formed [3, p. 108].

The legal norm is the basis for the legal regulation of social relations. Its influence on social
relations is to determine a range of subjects to which it applies; formulate the circumstances in which
participants of social relations follow their rules; define the rule of conduct itself; establish a legal liability
for the violation of the stated rules.

The legal norm creates a legal opportunity for creation, change and termination of legal relations.
It indicates conditions, circumstances (facts) in the presence of which the legal relations begin to move.
The legal norm directs each legal relation, recognizing certain facts as the basis of its movement, including
creation, change or termination of civil legal relations. It is a basic and obligatory condition for the
movement of legal relations of this kind. The basis for the movement of a particular legal relation is not
the norm, but judicial facts recognized by such norm.

At the same time, a normative regulator is not the only way of influence on the subject’s assessment
of own ability to act in the social environment. The abovementioned is manifested in the field of relations
free of the state imperative pressure — relations, which formation is conditioned by the sphere of a person’s
private life. That is, civil law regulation of social relations is achieved through the mediation of other
regulators which have a common nature with the legal norm but a subjective limitation of their obligation.

It should be added that social relations are a multidimensional social phenomenon. Variability
of the parameters making their content and essence may not always be fit into previously established
normative regulators. Therefore, the legal norm may not regulate certain types of social relations.
Moreover, the disposition of legal norms may not even meet the real needs of the subjects of a particular
relationship. Or vice versa, a legal norm may contain only declarative principles or definitions, complicating
the appropriate level of legal regulation of relations.

It is of importance to note that discretionary nature of the civil law regulation of public relations
enables their participant to independently determine the subject matter and method of legal regulation
of the relations the parties are going to enter into. The above enables us to claim that along with the legal
norm the legal means for ensuring the mechanism of legal regulation of public relations include alter-
normative regulators (agreement, practice), which represent a mutually agreed formation and further
application of a corresponding normative structure to the specific model of behaviour of the participants
of legal relations. This legal structure becomes an alternative to the legal norm by accepting the elements
of'its obligation with respect to those individual rules formed by the parties, equality of its status in the field
of self-regulation of public relations in the sphere of private law.

Thus, according to Article 6 of the Civil Code of Ukraine, the parties shall be entitled to enter into an
agreement not provided by the civil legislation acts, but complying with the general principles of the civil
legislation. In addition, the parties shall be entitled to regulate their relations not regulated by the civil
legislation acts in the agreement provided thereby. Similarly, the parties to the contract may deviate from
the provisions of civil legislation acts and regulate their relations at their own discretion, unless such
impossibility is expressly specified in Ukrainian legislation acts, as well as in the event that mandatory
nature of the provisions of the civil legislation acts results from their subject matter or the substance
of relations between the parties [4].

Civil relations may be regulated by the practice, in particular, normal business practice (practice is a rule
of conduct not established by civil legislation acts but applied to a certain sphere of civil relations) [4].

However, their legal regulation is not limited to the above forms of regulatory influence on public
relations. Over-normative (legal principles) and quasi-normative (judicial acts) must be distinguished
along with normative and alter-normative regulators.

Regarding over-normative regulators, it should be noted that they are beyond the normative regulation,
or more exactly above it. These are legal means that are not within the scope of the legal norm. Their nature
is interpretation of the phenomenon of law by formula «jus est ar boni et aequi».

Law in a particular society is external reality at any given moment, strict objective reality that exists
and acts. That is, such a reality that exists and acts as actual fact of our existence, somewhat separated
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and «external» to each person for all other social institutions, if desired, in a sense — for the society
in general (in terms of philosophy — phenomenon of alienation) [5, p. 114].

The idea is that the legal norm, because of the human nature creating it, cannot be objective epitome
of benevolence, reasonableness, and justice by itself. Therefore, as a deterrent to the unlawful in the legal
norm the over-normative becomes the guiding principle for creation of regulatory acts.

Such over-normative includes principles of the law (fundamental, general, specialised, etc.), as intrinsic
initial basics, undeniable demands (positive obligations) applied to the participants of public relations
in order to harmonize the individual, group and social interests. In other words, it is a kind of coordinate
system, within which the law develops, and at the same time it is a vector that determines the direction
of its development. Objectivity of the law is institutionalized through its principles.

Principles are the basis of law, are contained in its content, act as guidelines in the formation of law,
reflect the nature of law and basic ties that actually exist in the legal system. The principles focus
on the world experience of the development of law, experience of civilization. They focus on and express
the essence, content of the law, therefore, are important guidelines in the implementation of law making,
law enforcement activities by the state.

It should be noted that over-normative principles go beyond their fundamentality in the process
of building a system of normative regulators. Over-normativity of the principles of law as an independent
regulator of social relations is also manifested in their direct application to corresponding legal relations.
This is most clearly shown in the case of imperfection, contradiction or, in general, lack of legal norm
in solving social conflict.

The essence of a quasi-normative regulator is to replace the normative one, providing it with the
quality of a legal norm. At the same time, as opposed to the alter-normative regulators, the nature of quasi-
normative regulator is characterized by the lack of counter-will of the parties regarding its content
and scope. The use of the quasi-normative regulator as a legal instrument for the regulation of legal relations
is a result of a defect in the regulation of social relations. As a result, due to the loss of synchronization
of the actual model of behaviour with the normative one, existing social relations do not change into
legal relations. Juridical fact lacks its regulatory framework, which prevents legal relations between
the participants. That is, a defect in the legal regulation of social relations is objectively identified.

Consolidation of the defect of the normative regulator model is implemented by forming a legal
illusion of the required norm. Its illusiveness is manifested in the specifics of its creation, nature of
its obligation. In the absence of a real one, so-called illusive norm is formed not by the law-making body,
but by a court in a judicial act applied to a certain group of persons. Thus, through the quasi-normative
regulator the completion of the law, judicial creation of the legal norm and its application to the legal
relations in dispute is performed.

It should be noted that expediency of the given classification of forms of legal regulation of civil
relations is conditioned by the different nature of their formation, way of legal application.

At the same time, their variety (normative regulators, over-normative regulators, alter-normative and
quasi-normative regulators) does not exclude their joining another systemic legal phenomenon, which can
be characterized as construction of a normative element of the mechanism of legal regulation of public
relations.

Conclusions. The mechanism of legal regulation of relations is considered as a system of legal
means, methods and forms which regulate social relations. At the same time, under current conditions
of the society development such regulation is achieved with minimal normative of the state. The above
mentioned allows to claim the variability of the normative element of the mechanism of legal regulation
of social relations.

The legal norm is not a fundamental element of the mechanism of legal regulation of social relations,
through which relations between the society members from the essential field to the real field and formation
of corresponding legal relations between them are regulated. Such regulatory influence is provided by other
regulators of various legal nature, but of identical axiological significance.

Since regulatory influence on public relations goes beyond the legal norm, the corresponding element
of the mechanism of legal regulation requires its structural adjustment. Thus, in the context of terminology,
not the legal norm, but a certain set of legal concepts identical to the legal norm — a normative construct
(normative regulator, over-normative regulator, alter-normative regulator, quasi-normative regulator) act
as an element of the mechanism of legal regulation of social relations.
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Kostruba A. V. Components of the normative element in the mechanism of legal regulation of civil relations

The article is devoted to the study of the structure of the normative element of the mechanism of legal regulation
of social relations.

The mechanism of legal regulation of relations is considered as a system of legal means, methods and forms which
regulate social relations. At the same time, under current conditions of the society development such regulation is achieved
with minimal normative of the state. Scientists claim the variability of the normative element of the mechanism of legal
regulation of social relations. The normative regulator is not the only way of influence on the subject’s assessment
of abilities in the social environment. The abovementioned is manifested in the field of relations free of the state imperative
pressure — relations, which formation is conditioned by the sphere of a person’s private life. Legal regulation of social
relations in this field is achieved through the mediation of other regulators which have a common nature with the legal
norm but a subjective limitation of their obligation.

Variability of the parameters making their content and essence may not always be fit into previously established
normative regulators. Therefore, the legal norm may not regulate certain types of social relations. Moreover, the disposition
of legal norms may not even meet the real needs of the subjects of a particular relationship. Or vice versa, a legal norm
may contain only declarative principles or definitions, complicating the appropriate level of legal regulation of relations.

It is proved that legal norm is not a fundamental element of the mechanism of legal regulation of social relations, through
which relations between the society members from the essential field to the real field and formation of corresponding legal
relations between them are regulated. Corresponding regulatory influence is provided by other regulators of various legal
nature, but of identical axiological significance.

The author argues that along with the legal norm the legal means for ensuring the mechanism of legal regulation
of public relations include alter-normative regulators (agreement, practice), which represent a mutually agreed formation
and further application of a corresponding normative structure to the specific model of behaviour of the participants of legal
relations. Besides, over-normative (legal principles) and quasi-normative (judicial acts) regulators are distinguished along
with normative and alter-normative regulators.

Since regulatory influence on public relations goes beyond the legal norm, the corresponding element of the mechanism
of legal regulation requires its structural adjustment. The scientist coins a term a normative construct as set of legal
concepts identical to the legal norm for description of an element of the mechanism of legal regulation of social relations

Keywords: mechanism of legal regulation of social relations, normative construct, agreement, practice, principles
of law, legal norm, court decision.

Kocrpyba A. B. Cki1ag0Bi HOpMATHBHOIO €J1eMEHTY B MeXaHi3Mi NMPAaBOBOro peryJl0BaHHs HUBLILHHUX
BiTHOCHH

CrarTs NpUCBSIUCHA JOCIIIIXKEHHIO CTPYKTYPU HOPMAaTUBHOI'O €JIEMEHTY MEXaHi3My [IPaBOBOIO PETy/IIOBAHHS CYCIiIb-
HUX BiJHOCHH.

MexaHi3M IIPaBOBOTO PETYIIOBAHHS BiJHOCHH PO3TIIAETHCS K CHCTEMa IIPAaBOBHX 3aC00IB, CIOCO0IB Ta (hopMm, 3a 10-
TIOMOTOI0 SIKHX BIOPSIKOBYIOTECS CyCITiTbHI BiqHOCHHU. [IpH 1IboMy Take BIOPSAKYBAaHHS B Cy4aCHHX yMOBAX PO3BUTKY
TPOMAJITHCHKOTO CYCIILTBCTBA JOCSTA€THCS MIHIMATBHIM HOPMAaTHBHHM HPHMYCOM JEpXKaBH. BUCHUM CTBEpIKyeThCS
PO BapiaTUBHICTH HOPMATHBHOIO €JIEMEHTY MEXaHi3My IIPaBOBOTO PETYIIOBAaHHA CyCHUIbHUX BinHOCHH. HopmaruBHUI
PETYIIATOp CTa€ HE €IMHUM 3acO00M BIUTHBY Ha OIIIHKY Cy0’€KTOM MOXJIHMBOCTEH B coOIiadbHOMY cepemoBuii. SIckpa-
BO 3a3HaY€HE MPOSBISETHCS B cepi BIIHOCHH, SIKi 1030aBJICHI IEPKaBHOTO IMIIEPATUBHOTO MPUMYCY — BiTHOCHHH, (op-
MyBaHHS SIKHX OOYMOBJICHO c()epor0 MPUBATHOTO KUTTS JHOMUHU. [IpaBOBE PEryitOBaHHS CYCIIIBHUX BiTHOCHH B IIii
cepi 10cAraeThes 32 NOCEPETHULTBOM 1HIUX PErYIATOPIB, SKi MAIOTh CIIJIbHY HOPMOIO IIpaBa NPUPOLY, ajle Cy0’ eKTHY
0OMEKEHICTh CBOET 000B’ A3KOBOCTI.

BapiatuBHiCTb mapaMeTpiB, ki GOPMYIOTH IX 3MICT Ta CyTHICTb, HE 3aBXKIU MOXIIHBO BIIMCATH y BXe C(OPMOBaHI
HOpMaTHBHI peryiaropu. ToMy HOpMa IpaBa MOXe 1 He PEryjIioBaTu JAesKi BUOW CYCHUIBHUX BimHOcHH. bimbme Toro,
JTUCTIO3UIIisl TPABOBOI HOPMU MOXKE HABITh HE BiJIMOBIIaTH JIHCHUM MOTpeOaM cy0’ €KTiB MEBHUX BiTHOCHH. YU HaBIaKH,
IpaBOBa HOpPMa MOJKE MICTUTH B cO01 BUKJIIOUHO AEK/IApaTUBHI 3acaly, IPUHIUNIN a00 nediHimii, 110 YCKIaaHIOE HaeK-
HUI piBEHb IPABOBOI periaMeHTallii BiIHOCHUH.
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JloBezieHO, 1[0 HOpMa TIpaBa HE € OCHOBHUM €JIEMEHTOM MEXaHi3My HMPaBOBOTO PETYITIOBAHHS CYCIUTBHUX BITHOCHH,
3a MOCEPETHUIITBOM SIKOTO BiI0YBA€THCS YIIOPSIKYBaHHSI BI/IHOCHH MiX YWICHAMH COLlYMY BiJl cepH CyTHICHOTO 110 chepi
nilicHoro ta ()opMyBaHHS BiINOBITHUX IOPUIUYHUX 3B’S3KiB MiXK HUMM. BinnoBinuuil peraMeHTaiiHuii BInB 3a0e3-
HEIy€eTHCS 32 JJOTIOMOTOIO IHIITUX PETYIATOPIB, SIKi MAIOTh Pi3HY IPaBOBY IPUPOJY, aJle TOTOXKHE aKCIONOTiYHe 3HAUCHHSL.

ABTOPOM JTOBOJUTHCS, 1110 HAPIBHI 3 MPABOBOK HOPMOIO ITPABOBUM 3ac000M 3a0e3MeUeHHS /il MeXaHi3My MPaBOBOTO
PETyIIOBaHHs CYCHIJIBHUX BiIHOCHH BUCTYHAIOTh alter-HOPMAaTUBHI PEryIsTOpH (JOroBip, 3BUYAif), SKi NPEICTABIAIOTH
c00010 B3aeMOy3rofxkeHe (popMyBaHHs Ta IOJAJIbIIE 3aCTOCYBAHHS BiIIOB1IHOI HOPMATUBHOI KOHCTPYKLIi 10 1HAUBILY-
aITbHO-BU3HAYCHOI MOJIEITi MOBEAIHKH YUaCHHKIB IIPaBOBHX BiTHOCHH. KpiM Toro, MOpsiA 3 HOpMaTHBHIMI Ta alter-HopMa-
TUBHUMH PETYJISTOpPAMH BUOKPEMIICHI HaJITHOPMATHBHI (IPUHIIMIY [IPaBa) Ta quUasi-HOPMAaTHBHI (Cy/IOBI aKTH).

Uepes Te, 1110 MPABOBOIO HOPMOKO HE BUUEPITY€ETHCS peryIaMEeHTALIHUI BIJIMB HA CYCIiJIbHI BITHOCUHHM, BiANOBIIHUH
SIIEMCHT MEXaHi3My MpPaBOBOTO PETYIIOBAHHS BHMarae CBOTO CTPYKTYPHOTO KOPEryBaHH:S. BueHHM BBOIWTBCSA TEpMiH
«HOPMATUBHUH KOHCTPYKT» SIK CYKYITHICTb TOTOXXHUX TIPABOBiH HOPMi IOPHIMYHUX KOHCTPYKIH AT XapaKTepUCTHKH
€JIEMEHTY MEXaHi3My [IPaBOBOTIO PETYIIOBAHHS CYCHIIbHUX BIJHOCHH

Knrouosi cnosa: MexaHi3M IIPaBOBOTO PETYIIIOBAHHS CyCHUIBHIX BiJHOCHH, HOPMaTHBHHI KOHCTPYKT, JOTOBIp, 3BUYai,
TIPUHIAIN TIpaBa, HOpMa TIPaBa, Cy0Be PIlICHHSL.
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JOKTPUHAJIBHI O3HAKH ITO3UTUBHOI'O ITPABA

IlocTanoBka mpo6JjeMu. 3arajgbHa TeOpis MO3UTHBHOTO IpaBa, SKa IIJCYMOBYE HaHI aHATITHY-
HOI IOPHUCIIPYACHIIIT, — IIe CaMOAOCTATHS IOPUANYHA HayKa, PEJIMETOM Kol € jporma mpasa [6, c. 95].
Came BOHa 13 CBOIMU «BiATaITyKCHHSIMI» (ICTOPI€EIO MTPaBa, NOPIBHIILHUM MPaBO3HABCTBOM) 1 TTOE€THAH-
Hi 3 COLIIOJIOTI€I0 MPaBa, 3aiiMae TiJHe Miclie B CHCTEMi IOPUANYHUX HAyK, BAKOHYE Y BCbOMY KOMILIEKCI
IOPUINYHUX 3HAaHb CBOI 0COOJIMBI Ta He3aMiHHI QyHKUIT cepr 3aKoHOTABCTBA. A TO3UTHBHE MPABO SIB-
JSETHCS OCHOBOIO IIi€1 Teopii i BU3HAYSHHS CYTHOCTI Ta 0COOIMBOCTEH JaHO1 KaTeropii, Ma€ BU3HAYaIbHE
3HAYEHHS JUJIs yCBIIOMIIEHHS TTO3UTHBHOTO TT1IXOAY MO0 PO3YMiHHS OCHOB IIPaBOTBOpeHHs. Came 11i 1mo-
JIOKEHHS CTAHOBJIATh aKTYaIBHICTH MITHITO! TTPOOIEMATHKHY.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHiX HOCTigKeHb. TeOpeTHKO-TIPaBOBI aCMEKTH AOCIIHKCHHS] CYTHOCTI ITO3UTHUBHOTO
paBa yepe3 Mpru3My HOoro BU3Ha4YaIbHUX O3HAK BUBYAIKCS B FOPUINYHIN HayIll TAKUMH BiJOMHMH BUCHH-
mu, sk: C. Anekcees, O. bannypa, B. baunnun, M. baiitun, I. I'punienxo, 1. Inpin, O. Konmunenko, H. Kpa-
meninHikoBa, O. Jleiicr, /1. JInotin, M. Mapuenko, I. Manunosa, H. Onitenko, A. [Tonsikos, B. CopokiH,
O. Ckakyn, E. TpyoOeuskoii, b. Uleiitnanun ta ¢pynnatop ykpaincbkoi opucnpyaenuii tO. lemmryyenko,
SIK1 CIPUSIFOTH OCMMCIICHHIO TOTOYHUX MTPOLIECIB B TEOPii MpaBa Ta MAIOTh Ba>KJIMBE 3HAYCHHS IS TOJaJIb-
LIOTO iX JOCIIKEHHS.

Buxonsuu yxe 3 THX (yHIaMEHTaJIbHUX OCHOB, SIKI BOHU 3aKJIaJIM, BBA)KAIO 32 OLIIbHE [IPOBAIUTH
BJIACHI JOCJII/PKEHHS BU3HAYCHOT IIPOOIeMAaTHKH.

Merta crarTi. METOIO A0CHIKCHHS € BU3HAUCHHS CYyTHOCTI Ta 0COOJIMBOCTEH MO3UTUBHOTO MpaBa Ha
OCHOBI MPaBUIILHOTO PO3YMIHHS O3HAK, SIKi XapaKTEPU3YIOTh 1€ SIBUILE, a TAKOXK € KIFOYOBUMH (hakTopa-
MU B Tiporieci nmpaBopo3yMiHHg. Came 0CTaHHI OKPECIIOIOTH Ti CKIIAI0BI, SIKi i XapaKTepU3yIOTh CyTHICTb
TaK 3BaHOTO JIep>KaBHOTO (ITO3UTUBHOTO) NPaBa.

OcHOBHI pe3yJIbTaTH J0CJHiIKeHHs. XapaKTepu3yloun BHU3HA4YaJbHI O3HAKH MO3UTHBHOIO IIpaBa,
HEOOXiTHO BiJIIIITOBXYBATHUCS BiJl BU3HAYEHHS IHOTO MOHATTS. Tak, GyHAATOp YKpaiHCHKOI FOPUAMIHOT
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