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Y cTaTTi Ha niacTaBi aHani3y HayKoBOI Ta €HLIMKIIONEANYHOI NiTepaTypu, a TakoXX HOPMAaTVBHO-MPAaBOBYX aKTiB AOCMIAXYETbCA MOHATTS IOpU-
OWNYHOT HayKuW, PO3KPMBAIOTLCSA il 03HAKM Ta HAaOAETbCA XapaKTepucTuka ii YHKLiN. [TPONOHYETLCA aBTOPCbKE BU3HAYEHHS IOPUANYHOT HAayKW, sike
MOXHa | BAKOPUCTOBYBATM B NPABOBUX HAYKOBUX OCNIMKEHHSIX, | HOPMAaTUBHO 3aKpinuTU.

KntoyoBi cnoBa: Hayka, 03HaKv I0pUAVYHOT HAYKKN, OYHKLIT OPUOMYHOT HayKK, lopuAnYHa HayKa, opucnpyaeHLis.

B cTaTbe Ha OCHOBaHWW aHann3a Hay4HoW W SHLMKITONEANYECKOH NUTEPaTYphbI, @ TaK )Xe HOPMaTUBHO-NPABOBbIX aKTOB UCCEAYETCS MOHS-
TVe PUANYECKON HAaYKW, PacKpbIBAKOTCS €e NpU3HaK1 1 XxapakTepusytoTcs ee dyHkumn. MpeanaraeTcs aBTopckoe onpeaeneHne iopuanieckoi
HayKm, KOTOPOe MOXHO ¥ UCMONb30BaTh B HAay4YHO-NPaBOBbIX MCCMEA0BAHUSX, 1 HOPMATUBHO 3aKPEMUTb.

KntoueBble crnoBa: Hayka, NpuU3Haku IOpUANYECKOA HayKu, OYHKLMW OPUOUYECKON HayKW, lopuanNYeckas Hayka, topucnpyaeHums.

Ukraine stands in the way of the rule of law, the final in-
troduction of the market economy, the creation of a new so-
ciety oriented to the priority of human values, modification
and upgrading functionality government, the introduction of
so-called «partnership» relationship of the individual and the
state. To achieve positive results and the relevant state-law-
making processes are possible if the principle of science, for
well-founded developments in the field of legal science, the
close relationship of legal science, rulemaking and enforce-
ment. From that, what will be the scientific legal framework
largely depends the effectiveness of law-making and state-
building processes and their effectiveness. This is what causes
the relevance-theoretic analysis of legal concepts, features and
functions of legal science.

It should be noted that the doctrinal level there is no single
universally accepted concept of legal science, there is no clear
evidence for it, and a holistic view of the system functions as
an object of legal science of organizational and legal mecha-
nism of control. Some aspects of the conceptual apparatus,
systems and functions jurisprudence investigated in scientif-
ic studies M. Rabinovich, J. SPEED, J. Shemshuchenko, V.
trays, A. Selivanov, O.Skakun and others.

Considering jurisprudence as part of the organizational-le-
gal control mechanism as its object, particular attention should
be paid to the conceptual system, because of the presence of
specific timing depends on the effectiveness of regulation in
this area. Separation and clarification of the terms «jurispru-
dence», «Legal Science», «Legal Science», «law», «law»
should be based on their analysis and definition.

The term «jurisprudence» is quite common in education-
al, scientific literature, the terminology used in a number of
«Lawy, «Law» and other related concepts. Repeatedly in the
domestic legal academic literature indicated that jurisprudence
— is a difficult, complex concepts (eg, of M. Rabinovich, J.
SPEED, J. Shemshuchenko, V. trays, etc.), but a clear under-
standing of its essence, the separation of adjacent concepts.
Unfortunately, there is no by now. For example, Yu SPEED
rightly notes that the jurisprudence is often identified with
the jurisprudence [1, p. 11] Mr. Rabinovich all at the same
time used as synonyms of «jurisprudence» and «law» [2, p.
145], and the text adds the term «jurisprudence» as well as
synonymous. Analysis vocabulary reference and encyclopedic
literature can talk about a word «law» comes from the Latin.

«Juris prudentia», from «jus (juris)» also means «right» and
prudentia — «knowledge, science» [3, p. 491]. Encyclopedic
Dictionary of Sociology, edited H.Osypova defines jurispru-
dence as law, the right set of Sciences, as well as the practice
of lawyers and the judicial authorities [4, p. 431]. Great Dic-
tionary of the Ukrainian language, edited by W. stork defines
«jurisprudence» and «law» as identical concepts whose con-
tent describes as a combination of science right [5, p. 1101,
1644].Y. Shemshuchenko trying to clarify that the term «law»
is used in two senses: legal science and in practical legal ac-
tivities. Moreover, the scientist rightly points out that the sci-
entific aspect of it is close to the term «law» [3, p. 491]. Great
Encyclopedic Law Dictionary, edited by J. Shemshuchenko
contains a definition of law: the branch of knowledge of the
laws of the state and law is the theoretical basis of the practi-
cal problems of building state-legal and legal education of the
population [6, p. 694].

Similar approaches to study the terms can be found in the
academic and scientific legal literature. Proof of this can serve
as a work of Rabinovich P. «Fundamentals of General Theory
of Law and State» [2], in which a scientist uses both as syn-
onymous terms «lawy, «legal science» and «lawy [2, p. 145].
Although analysis of 22 themes «Law (jurisprudence): gen-
eral theoretical description of» the fourth part of «Law and its
methodology» of P.Rabynovycha suggesting that we are talk-
ing about legal science, focusing primarily on its first principle
of knowledge of specific patterns of law (the constitutional
laws) [2, p. 145-149].

Legal science in the encyclopedic literature is defined as
«a system of knowledge of the objective laws of the develop-
ment of law and their place and role in society» [3, p. 472].
In the academic literature, there is a legal definition of «legal
science» as an element of justice. Thus, the textbook theory
of state and law under the general editorship of Lisenkov ju-
risprudence is defined as the theoretical existence of a form
of justice [7, p. 214]. A. Racehorse defines jurisprudence as a
system of knowledge about the objective properties of law and
the state in their legal-conceptual understanding and expres-
sion of the general and specific patterns of emergence, devel-
opment and operation of law in their structural diversity [8, p.
3]. Authors Guide to Theory of Law and State S. Timchenko,
R. Kalyuzhniy, N. Parkhomenko, S. Lehusha use the term «le-
gal science», understanding it, on the one hand, as a function
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of justice, on the other — as the level of justice [9, with. 150]. V.
Selivanov equates the term «jurisprudence» and «law» and the
law, together with the State by theory and public administra-
tion defines components of jurisprudence [10, p. 21].

Thus, the term «jurisprudence» and «law» in reference en-
cyclopedic literature and science, education (particularly in the
works of M. Rabinovich) are defined identically. However, clar-
ification made by J. Shemshuchenko variability regarding the
use of the term «law» can nevertheless conclude that the sign of
equation between the term «jurisprudence» and «law» cannot
be set. And the evidence of this work may serve as Yu SPEED
«Theory of State and Law: a pragmatic course», in which he
said that we should not equate these concepts as law includes
not only scientific, but also philosophical knowledge [1, p. 11].
It is not limited to the knowledge system, and hence to legal ex-
perience (confirming the view south Shemshuchenko) beliefs,
including various myths (e.g., the power belongs to the people,
the law expresses the general will) [1, p. 11], which allows Yu
SPEED conclude that the law is much more complex concept
than jurisprudence. Moreover, Yu SPEED clarifies his position,
noting that the term «jurisprudence» in relation to religious legal
systems can be used with a certain destiny conventions, while
the term «religious law» is quite acceptable [1, p. 11]. You can
accept the fact that jurisprudence and law is somewhat different
concepts in content, and for other purposes. Moreover, an inter-
esting looking item Yu SPEED and on the ratio of law and ju-
risprudence. Clarifying his position on the ratio of law and legal
science in the context of whole and part, the scientist notes that
the last felt the differentiation of Law [1, p. 13]. Despite the fact
that sometimes the law is equated with the law, it is not justified,
because it allows you to fully develop the scope of State by [1,
p. 13], furthermore, leaving aside the practical legal activities.
It is therefore logical and appropriate differentiation seen the
terms «law» and «legal science» as something diverse. Their
relationship can be regarded to some extent as a whole and the
part. Is not quite correct identification of the terms «law» and
«legal sciencey, because in the first case, the field of view in-
cludes only the legal laws and remain ignored state laws.

Interesting is the work of P. Rabinovich, in which he, though
with a certain emphasis on the fate of general, basic provisions,
provides a complex, multifaceted system of jurisprudence, fo-
cusing on the following elements of: a) the form of public dis-
play of legal phenomena — judgments about past, present, future
(projected) state the facts and legal reality, the idea of state-legal
phenomena, and b) based on the direct object of study — science
theoretical and historical, sectoral, cross-sectoral (eg, science,
environmental law), applications (eg, forensic psychiatry), in-
ternational law (the science of international public and private
international law), ¢) depending on the specific element of the
research subject — the study of law, the doctrine of legal (legal)
regulation, the doctrine of state doctrine of justice, the doctrine
of jurisprudence ( Theory of Law), d) depending on the aspects
of state-legal phenomena — Ontology of Law and State (the
study of their existence as a real phenomenon in the «static),
philosophy of law (the study of their necessity, the purpose for
the individual and society, their place in socio-cultural system,
including the achievements of human civilization), axiology
of law and state (theory of value, the value of these phenom-
ena for the individual and society), sociology of law and state
(knowledge about «dynamic» mechanism and social outcomes
functioning of these phenomena), epistemology rights and state
(knowledge of research methodology and techniques of public-
legal phenomena) ¢) for epistemological (cognitive) status of
knowledge — factual or empirical, part science (knowledge of
the constitutional facts), the theoretical part of science (catego-
ries, concepts, theories , the concept of public-legal phenom-
ena), the practical part (recommendations, suggestions for im-
provement of law, legal) [2, p. 145-146].

The proposed version of legal science is logical, meaning-
ful, and it should be considered as the base. Although some-
times offered and somewhat simplified version of legal science.

For example, in the Legal Encyclopaedia edited by J. Shem-
shuchenko noted that jurisprudence consists of a set of sepa-
rate branches, each of which examines the relevant aspects of
law. These industries are classified into the following groups: a)
legal science theoretical and historical profile (Theory of State
and Law, History of Law, History of political and legal stud-
ies, etc.), b) sectoral Law (constitutional law, labor law, etc.),
¢) special (criminology, criminology, forensic psychology, etc.).
Each of these areas has its own object and method that is closely
related to common objects and methods of legal science [3, p.
472]. This approach is quite correct, but somewhat one-sided,
because leaving aside many other elements of the legal science.
That is why the option proposed by M. Rabinovich, is more ap-
propriate to determine the system of legal science.

Legal science has its independent place in the social sci-
ences, which was caused, primarily, by the presence of a
specific subject. This has repeatedly drawn attention of legal
scholars (eg, the work of P. Rabinovich, B. trays, A. Selivanov,
and others). Even proposed to distinguish between subject and
object of legal science. If the object of legal science is the state
and the law, the subject — the objective characteristics of law
in their conceptual and legal sense and expression, general and
specific patterns of emergence, development and operation of
law in their structural diversity [8, pp. . 5]. It can even make
reference to the fact that some legal scholars are trying to not
only highlight the features of the object of legal science, but
also offer other options for its species diversity. For example,
P. Rabinovich among the specific properties of the object of
legal science highlights the relation that mediates legally: a)
social determinism, and b) the structure, function and devel-
opment, ¢) social activity, the effectiveness of state-legal phe-
nomena [2, p. 146]. Highlighting the diversity of species is
state-legal patterns he identifies: a) the content, type of con-
nection — genetic (patterns of occurrence of state-legal phe-
nomena), structural (pattern construction, formation, «of state
and legal effects), functional — patterns «life» of the relation-
ship, mutual, etc.), b) the action under consideration regulari-
ties in the social space — internal (communication state-legal
phenomena among themselves) and external (communication
state legal effects with other social phenomena); c) the scope
of state-legal space — general, which cover the entire country
as a whole and the entire legal system alone, acting only in
part, the «fragment» of state-legal reality, d) according to his-
torical methods of — universal, relating to the state and law in
which whatsoever historical circumstances, in any place and
at all times; formational acting on the state and the right to a
certain type of historical, personal, unique to a particular coun-
try or a particular group of states, and, finally, e) the means of
implementation, a form of display — dynamic, their effect is
clearly on a case, a single connection state legal phenomena,
«statistical» effect which finds expression only in large tracts,
on the set state-legal phenomena as meaningful, stochastic
communication [2, p. 146-147]. It is a specific object, although
you can also talk about the feature functions (stating heuristic,
predictive, methodological, practical application, ideological
and educational) [2, p. 148], and due to an independent place
of legal science in the social system.

There are other options for the list of functions of legal
science. For example, among those invited to isolate a) antho-
logical (cognitive) — the study of the fundamental properties
of matter of law, the most common essential phenomena and
processes in public life, the discovery of previously unknown
patterns of existence of law, and b) a heuristic — new knowl-
edge into state-legal life, discovery of previously unknown
patterns of existence of law, c) predictive — allocation of state
and legal process, and d) practical organization — servicing
practices, and e) methodological — research and development
of the study of legal validity, f) ideological — the impact on the
development of legal culture society and human g) political —
help in the formation of the state legal policy clarification po-
litical and legislative decisions [8, p. 5]. And it should accept.
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Recently, the increased number of publications which,
though fragmentary, but highlights the main features (attri-
butes) of legal science. Among them:

a) The social science that is applied nature, it is designed
to serve the needs of public life, law practice, legal education,
legal staff to provide the necessary data for publication and
enforcement of laws;

b) the science that has the properties of exact sciences;
jurisprudence mainly includes specific knowledge expressed
in precise structures, relationships, as well as science. Law to
some extent comparable to medical science, which also com-
bines theoretical and applied (practical) orientation. Lawyer
as a doctor has to do with health and life. Business lawyer for
the «health» of society as a whole spiritual life. A lawyer con-
ducts preventive work, «heals» defects in the social life of the
human mind. This is the focus of humanist lawyer and doctor
professions that have emerged from ancient times;

¢) the science that embodies the positive qualities of Sci-
ences of thinking. It explores issues related to the ability to
reflect objective reality in legal judgments and concepts in the
creation and application of laws (legal examination of the cir-
cumstances of the case, the interpretation of laws, etc..). So,
for example, one of the legal disciplines — criminology — dedi-
cated to specific issues of human thought, the use of many spe-
cial expertise in the investigation of crimes [8, p. 3-4].

So jurisprudence incorporates as all three major branches of
human knowledge: social science, science, science of thinking.

Returning to the conceptual apparatus, it should be noted
that along with the term «jurisprudence» in many cases, the
use of the terms «Legal Science» and «legal science.» For
these terms, they have a separate linguistic interpretation
which suggests their purely scientific terms, that terminology
legal scholar. Scientific analysis of legal literature suggests
that the term «legal science» often applies to branch of law
(civil law science, administrative and legal science, etc.).

Thus, we can state the fact that, unlike the encyclopedic
sources, educational and scientific legal literature, except that
a broad terminology used to refer to a number of legal knowl-
edge, does not contain a clear definition of legal science.

However, it should focus on the fact that unlike general-
izing the category of «legal science» in scientific terminol-
ogy sources is determining the components of legal science,
often on an industry focus. For example, A. Frytskyy notes
that the science of constitutional law is a system of ideas,
theories, concepts of constitutional law as a branch of the na-
tional law of Ukraine [11, p. 50]. The textbook on civil law
Kharytonova and N. Saniahmetova say that the science of civil
law (civil law) is the doctrine of the civil law as a branch of
law, combined in a system of concepts, categories, ideas, con-
cepts, theories [12, p. 44]. In academic courses on administra-
tive law under the general editorship of Averyanova a defini-
tion of science as a field of administrative law jurisprudence,
which is the subject of research complex organizational and
legal issues related to the implementation of the state execu-
tive powers and tasks and functions of the government [ 13,
p- 85]. Because the object outline a definition of science in
environmental law academic courses in environmental law
under the general editorship of J. Shemshuchenko stating that
the subject of the science of environmental law is the laws of
its development, the study of the nature and mechanism of ac-
tion of norms, institutions and industries (industries) of law, its
comparative aspect ratio problems of national environmental
law with international law of the environment, etc. [14, p.23].

In addition, the level of dissertations and research focuses
on individual components of legal science, in which they pro-

vided a generalized definition. In this context it is worth pay-
ing attention to the thesis O. Lysenko, who argues autonomy
of science of comparative law as a component in the system
of legal science by identifying its subject. Yes, she said that
the subject of comparative law as a science in its most general
form is the development of the theory of comparative legal
method and research on the basis of general principles and
laws of creation, operation and development of different legal
systems [15, p. 16]. It is interesting to study A. Lysenko func-
tions of comparative law, which deals also common features
that are inherent in legal science in general, namely, ontologi-
cal, which, in turn, is divided into descriptive and interpre-
tative, information, heuristic, methodological and predictive
, practical organizing, political, legal, integrative [15, c. 12].

As an example, should also give the thesis T. Yamnenko
which says that science finance is determined, above all, the
financial law of Ukraine as a branch of law that reflects the
patterns of development of the industry is, so to speak, the
nature of the service, so each element of the financial right cor-
responds to a separate section of the financial and legal theory.
However, as noted by T. Yamnenko does not mean that the
finance of Ukraine as a branch of the law should be identi-
fied with science, in front of which there are more challenges
than clarify the appointment of appropriate financial and legal
norms and institutions of finance. It is through the prism of the
relationship of science and law T. Yamnenko identifies three
main functions of science finance, namely analytical, critical
and constructive [16, p. 13].

It should be noted that national legislation does not define
legal science. The Law of Ukraine of 13.12.1991 «On Scientif-
ic and Technological Activities», which is actually a legal ba-
sis for the functioning of science in general (and legal science
in particular) in the preamble recognizes science «an integral
part of national culture», but does not determine its terminol-
ogy. The legislator, determining the existence of normative
principles of science in Ukraine, uses the term «scientific ac-
tivity», which is positioned as a creative intellectual activity
aimed at obtaining and using new knowledge (Article 1 of the
Law of Ukraine «On scientific and technical activities»).

Thus, given the above, we can propose a definition of legal
science: jurisprudence — a system for objectively systematic and
reliable knowledge about the specific laws of the state and law,
which includes knowledge of the constitutional facts, and ideas,
theories, concepts and conceptual foundations of public-legal
phenomena, aimed at developing recommendations for improv-
ing the state legal validity and resulting research activities.

Given the purpose of legal science, it should focus on mana-
gerial influence (both by state and non-state institutions in a cer-
tain extent) what about the object and determine the regulatory
framework to ensure the management of the functional purpose
of legal science and in some way affected, given their connec-
tion ‘Connection with legal science to legal education, the legal
culture of people, law-making and enforcement activities.

In this context, it would be advisable to adopt the Concept
of Legal Science of Ukraine, within which to define the con-
cept of legal science, and basic directions of development of
the branch of law outlining the priorities for research in the
relevant areas. However, the concept of «legal science» should
be legal and enforceable under another statute, such as under
the Law of Ukraine «On the main directions of state policy in
the field of legal science» that would define the strategic direc-
tions of research in the field of law for a period of , with the
possibility of monitoring their effectiveness and transforma-
tion priorities to reflect changes in society and, consequently,
to new national needs.
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YK 342.1

BUXITHI 3ACAIN KOIUDIKAIIT AJIMIHICTPATUBHOT'O ITPABA:
HOTATKH 1O HAYKOBOI JMCKYCII

BACKGROUND PRINCIPLES OF CODIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
NOTES TO SCIENTIFIC DISCUSSION

Meabnuk P.C.,

O00KMOP 10PUOUHHUX HAYK,

cmapuiutl HayKosutl CniepooimHuk,

npogecop kagheopu adMiHicCmpamusHo2o npasa
Kuiscoroeo nayionanvrnozo ynigepcumemy
imeni Tapaca Illeguenxa

CTaTTio NPUCBAYEHO BU3HAYEHHIO NepedymoB kogudikalii agMiHicTpaTvBHoro npaea. ABTOPOM 06rpyHTOBYETLCS AyMKa Mpo Te, Lo Bu-
3HaYEHHs HaNpsMKIB Ta 0bcAry kogudikauii agmiHicTpaTyBHOrO npasa Moxe ByTu 3AiCHeHo nuiwe nicns pedopMyBaHHS cUCTEMU agMiHicTpa-
TUBHOTO NpaBa YKpaiHW. Y CTaTTi BUCMOBIIOIOTLCA NOMAAM Ha 3MICT CUCTeMU aaMIHICTPaTUBHOIO Npasa Ta, BiANOBIAHO, HA MOXIUBI HaNPAMKN

KoamdikaLii HOpM OCTaHHLOTO.

KntouyoBi cnoBa: agmiHicTpaTMBHe npaBo, koaudikauis, cuctema, nigranysb npaea, iHCTUTYT npasa.

CraTbsi nocBsLLieHa onpegeneHnio NpeanochINok KOANMUKaLMN adMUHUCTPATMBHOTO nNpasa. ABTOPOM 060CHOBLIBAETCS MbICIb O TOM, YTO
onpeaeneHve HanpasneHuin n obbema Kogudukaumum agMMHUCTPATUBHOTO NpaBa MOXET ObiTb OCYLLECTBIEHO TOMBKO Nocre peopMnpoBaHus
CUCTEMbI aIMUHICTPATMBHOIO Npasa YkpauHbl. B cTaTbe BbiCKa3biBAOTCA B3NS4kl HA coAepXaHne CMCTEMbI aAMUHUCTPATUBHOIO NpaBa, U, Co-
OTBETCTBEHHO, HA BO3MOXHbIE HaNpaBneHnst koaudgukaLmum HopM NOCNeaHero.

KnioueBble croBa: agMUHUCTPAaTUBHOE NMpaBo, KO,EII/I(t)I/IKaLLI/IH, cucrtema, nogoTpacrb npasa, MHCTUTYT npaea.

The article is devoted to the determination of preconditions for codification of administrative law. The author proves the idea that direction and
the scope of administrative law codification can be realized only after reformation of the system of administrative law of Ukraine. Opinion about
the content of administrative law system and also about possible directions for codification of administrative law norms is expressed.

Key words: administrative law, codification, system, subbranch of law, institution of law.

IMuranss koxudikarii aaMiHiCTpaTHBHOTO TpaBa', TOOTO
00’€eIHAHHST HOTO HOPM, 30CEPEIKCHUX y MPABOBHX 3BHYa-
SIX, CYJOBHX PIllICHHSIX Ta MPABOBUX aKTaX Pi3HOI IOPUIUIHOT
CHJIH, B MEXaX OKpPEeMHUX KOJAM(]IKOBAHUX aKTiB € HAJ3BUYAM-
HO aKTyaJbHUM Ta MPAKTHIHO HEOOXITHUM ISl YKPAiHCHKOT
nepkaBd. lle TOB’s3aHO HacamIiepe]] 3 HasBHICTIO BEIUKOT
KIJTBKOCTI HOPMAaTHBHOTO Marepiany, KU MepeBa)KHO 3Ha-
XOJIUThCS B HECHUCTEMATH30BAHOMY BHIVIAII, IO YCKIAIHIOE
HOTr0 BUBYCHHS Ta 3aCTOCYBAHHS.

HeoOxiHO Bi3HAYMTH, 1O MUTAHHS PO Komudikariito aji-
MIHICTPAaTUBHOTO IpaBa (3aKOHOJABCTBA) Yac BiJ| 4acy IOBOJIL
AKTUBHO OOTOBOPIOETHCS HA CTOPIHKaX HAyKoBUX Mparlb. Tak, B
OCTaHHI Yacy HaJl 3a3HAYCHOO MPOOIEMATHKOIO TO a00 HIIIOK
MIpOFO MpaIFoOBaiy Taki BueHi, sik B. b. Asep’sivos, 1O. I1. butsk,

1. C. I'punienxo, T. O. Komomoenp, A. T. Komsiok, A. M. IlIxo-
JIMK Ta 1HII. AHaJi3 poOiT Ha3BaHHUX aBTOPIB ITOKA3Ye, 10 BOHH,
3a3BUYaii, KOHLIEHTPYBAJIM CBOIO yBary Ha MOILIYKY Bi/IOBI/Ii Ha
MIUTaHHS 200 MPO HanpsiMu koAU diKarii aqMiHICTpaTHBHOTO Mpa-
Ba (3aKOHO/IABCTRA), 200 TPO KoUiKallito HOro OKpeMHUx iHCTH-
TYTIB, HANPHUKIAJ, KOAU(IKAII IHCTHTYTY aJMiHICTPaTHBHOT
BIATIOBIIAJIBHOCTI, IHCTUTYTY aJAMIHICTPAaTUBHOIO HpUMYyCy abo
IHCTHTYTY aJIMiHICTPaTHBHOIO Ipouecy. Bia3zHadnmo, 1o nosmi-
OHI TIIXOM JI0 PO3B’sI3aHHS HA3BAHOI MPOOJIEMATHKH B ILJIOMY
€ MOXJIMBHMH Ta JOpedHHMH. [IpoTe BomHOUAaC BOHH € Jie1o 00-
MEXEHUMH, OCKUIBKH iX aBTOPU YXHIISFOTBCS Bill (POPMYBaHHS
KoHLIenii KomudikaiiiHux poOiT, He BU3HAYAIOTh KPUTEPIiB, HA
ITJICTaBI SIKMX Ma€ 3IIHCHIOBATHCS CHCTEMAaTH3allisi HOPM aMi-
HICTPaTHBHOTO TpaBa. [HaKIIe KayKy4du, TPOMO3HMILIT 100 HEOO-
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