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Purpose. The study is aimed at highlighting in the historical-comparative context the influence of anthropologi-
cal teachings on the development and formation of such a legal phenomenon as "legal certainty"”, proving that the
category of legal certainty appeared as a consequence of anthropocentric philosophical approach in law.
Theoretical basis. In the article, using the system approach, the content of the term "legal certainty” was analyzed.
The axiological approach allowed generalizing various manifestations of legal certainty within the limits of one
va-lue concept and generalizing it by formulating and emphasizing the importance of the anthropophilosophical
approach in the study of legal phenomena. The method of comparison, analysis, synthesis, generalization of philo-
sophical concepts was used, in which the principle of legal certainty was expressed in different periods of historical
development. Originality. This article supports a wide approach to understanding the principle of legal certainty,
and the latter one relates to general theoretical legal principles. It is alleged that legal certainty consists of a number
of requirements for lawmaking and law enforcement. In conducting a historical analysis for these requirements of
legal certainty, it was established that they were historically originated and developed as a part of anthropological
philosophical doctrine and subsequently embodied in law. The connection with anthropological teaching in juris-
prudence is transformed into a relationship between the realization of the principle of legal certainty and human
rights. Conclusions. Anthropological approaches in the study of legal phenomena allow providing value humanistic
orientation to law. Human rights and freedoms as the most important social value require observance of them even
when the legislation is imperfect, uncoordinated, contains gaps and uncertainties. The principle of legal certainty
enables to overcome these difficulties, due to it the requirements of lawfulness and observance of human rights and
freedoms are agreed upon. This principle is generally legal, and its content is revealed through a set of components —
requirements.
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Introduction

The gradually retreat from the positivist legal consciousness poses a set of questions both to
the philosophy of law and to the branch sciences, in particular: 1) the clarity, precision and ac-
cessibility of the legal instruction for a person, the absence of contradictory and mutually ex-
clusive provisions; 2) stability and predictability of legal positions arising in law enforcement;
3) compliance with the procedure for adoption of regulatory acts and their implementation;
4) the boundaries of discretionary powers of state bodies, in particular when applying to a person
with legal responsibility. These requirements are included as components in the multi-element
notion of "legal certainty". Legal certainty appears as a principle in various legal areas, in parti-
cular in European countries. The application of this principle is associated with "deregulation,
greater flexibility and effectiveness of law" (Vaate, 2017, p. 5).

In the sphere of legal regulation, there is always a person for whom legal norms are embodied
in acts of individual action, acquire a specific meaning. The perception by him/her of legal in-
structions, the ability to coordinate their actions with them, guided by making decisions and
forging their future, affects the possibility of realizing by him/her the rights and freedoms of
a man and a citizen, which are the highest social and legal values. Legal certainty, which is con-
sidered as a legal principle, embodies the elements that take into account not only direct subordi-
nation of a person to the state authority, but also the feedback — perception, respect and ob-
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servance of the legal instructions that a person demonstrates in response. At the present stage,
the principle of legal certainty becomes the object of reference in court decisions, but it has not
received its established definition in philosophical and theoretical legal studies.

Purpose

In view of the foregoing, the purpose of the article is to reveal the content of legal certainty by
applying the anthropological approach, conducting the anthropo-historical analysis and studying
how the theory of legal certainty emerged and developed and what significance this concept has
acquired in modern law. Therefore, the study of the content of this principle with the use of an-
thropological approaches will reveal its significance for the legal system, for approval of huma-
nistic principles in law.

Statement of basic materials

The term "legal certainty™ brought to Ukraine, along with the decisions of the European Court
of Human Rights, is becoming more widespread both in scientific papers and in judicial practice.
In spite of this, there is no established meaning of this word in the theory and philosophy of law.

Since the appearance of the term "legal certainty” on the territory of Ukraine, there are two
main approaches to understanding its content: narrow and broad. Representatives of the general
theoretical schools adhere to a broad understanding of this term, considering it to be multi-
elemental one and pointing to connection to the rule of law. S. Pogrebnyak and M. Kozyubra
paid attention to the relevance of this approach in their papers. A broad approach to understand-
ing of legal certainty is an individual manifestation of a general broad approach to the under-
standing of law that had been formed from the end of the nineteenth century, in contrast to
a gradual change in legal concepts one after the other. The narrow approach focuses on the indi-
vidual manifestations of legal certainty within a particular branch of law.

In foreign practice, the principle of legal certainty is interpreted as a general law phenome-
non. In particular, Louise Marinoni (2012) argues that "legal certainty is a fundamental right and
an indispensable principle of the state of law" (p. 255). Unlike representatives of the procedural
law who are inclined to consider legal certainty as an interdisciplinary procedural principle and
to identify it only with the requirement of res judicata — the requirement of the final judgment, —
in sectoral studies of substantive law the approach prevails, according to which legal certainty is
a general principle of law inherent in all branches of law. Investigating the principles of land
law, B. Totskyi argues that the modern concept of legal certainty is embodied in Art. 22 of the
Constitution of Ukraine, according to which human rights and freedoms are not exhaustive, and
the restriction of their content or scope is not allowed (Totskyi, 2014, p. 206).

The study by Finnish scholar Juha Raitio argues that the principle of legal certainty, "despite
the lack of a clear definition in Finnish law and other legal sources, is a general legal principle
that personifies predictability in law" (Raitio, 2012, p. 11).

The ambiguity and simultaneously the versatility in the interpretation of this concept is
caused by a number of factors — 1) the phrase "legal certainty" consists of words of general use,
S0 its content can be established through a comparison of their meaning; 2) the concept is used in
various fields of legal science, as a result of which the content of the concept is not fully co-
vered, but only certain situations, its aspects are applied; 3) there are no doctrinal theoretical pa-
pers devoted to the study of legal certainty in Ukraine; 4) there is an unidentified connection of
"legal certainty™ with other legal principles.
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The experience of foreign countries, where the principle of legal certainty is widely used and
is a part of legal reality, suggests that the content of legal certainty should be revealed not
through a dogmatic approach, a literal interpretation, but through an analysis of its substantive
elements, their manifestations, through the prism of human rights and freedoms.

Investigating the philosophical and linguistic features of legal terms in the papers of G. Hart,
K. Doliwa states that:

When it comes to legal concepts, traditional descriptive definitions do
not reflect their content, which results from the abnormal ambiguity of
legal terms and distinguishes them from the words of ordinary language,
commonly used in everyday life. Legal terms are characterized by the
fact that, although most people know about them, they do not understand
their meaning. (Doliwa, 2016, p. 240)

Therefore, to study the concept one should based on scientific approaches, use the methodo-
logy of the philosophy of law, legal anthropology, the general theory of the state and law. This
statement is fully applicable to legal certainty.

A study of legal certainty through the anthropological approach will allow us to deviate from
the literal interpretation of the term, to go deeper into its nature, to analyze the links with other
legal principles. "It could be argued that legal anthropology can best combine ethnographic stu-
dies and legal practice and provide the most accurate explanation concerning the nature of the
relationship between a man and law" (Barcelo, 2015, p. 204). In the context of the anthropolo-
gical doctrines of the past and the present, the questions of the place of a person in law are con-

sidered, the backlash, demonstrated by a person, receiving the legal instruction from the state is
also considered.

One can speak about the presence of law in the society only in the case
when every member of the society is recognized by the state as a rational
being capable of deciding what is best for him/her. In the relationship
between law and the person, law as a system of mandatory rules allows
you to regulate the practice of the state in relation to the individual. The
most acceptable position in the understanding of law factored in the

orientation towards the person is the position where law is a social
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guarantee of the freedom of a socially recognized autonomous person.
(Kravchenko, 2008, p. 172)

It should be said that man-centrist approach to understanding of law has been defended by
philosophers since ancient times, so the emergence of "legal certainty” as a concept that embo-
dies anthropological approach in law is a phenomenon historically conditioned, not accidental.

The components of legal certainty, referred to above, became objects of anthropological phi-
losophical and legal research from ancient times. The first known for us written sources of law
aimed at least two purposes — to systematize and publicize the legal norms, to present them for
everybody. Philosophers of antiquity emphasized the importance of law in order to determine the
correct and unlawful behavior of the man (Aristotle, 2000, p. 84). They defined that officials can
evaluate the human behavior with a view to identifying the subject of wrongfulness only when
the laws are not in a position to give an exact answer to this question. It is this doctrine that to-
day finds itself in a position supported by contemporaries that a person should know and under-
stand the content of the legal instruction, on the basis of this to determine his/her behavior, to be
able to distinguish the legitimate from the illegal subjects.

O. O. Fast notes about the connection between the ideas of medieval thinkers and the modern
principle of the rule of law. The famous medieval philosopher-theologian F. Akvinskyi "had put
forward a number of requirements that determine the nature of law: rationality, focus on public
welfare (private good can be considered as a component of the welfare of the society); official
adoption and publication” (Fast, 2017, p. 46). According to the author, the relevant requirements
are consistent with modern criteria for a normative act in assessing the compliance of the rule of
law principle. One can agree with the author that the basis for the development of later liberal
legal concepts, among which is the concept of legal certainty, were laid long before their appea-
rance, in particular in the papers of medieval scholars.

One of the requirements of legal certainty is the clarity, precision in the wording of the legal
instructions, the lack of ambiguity in the interpretation. The origins of these provisions can be
found in the papers of William Okkam, who believed that the explanation about the differences
of matter would be better represented in the form of one thesis than several. Thus, simplicity,
when it is applied to law, is directly related to the certainty and accessibility of legal norms.

From the selectively presented position of these medieval philosophers, it is seen that in mat-
ters of law they pointed to the need for its accessibility for citizens, but they did not limit them-
selves only with certainty of formulations. If the norm, even it is perfectly formulated, does not
fulfill its purpose, it is incorrectly applied, it is applied differently for various categories of citi-
zens, there is an abuse of the legal norm and distortion of its meaning. It loses its universality for
the society. Drawing a parallel with today's approaches to the understanding of legal certainty,
we can argue that the stylistic and philological perfection in the formulation, set forth in the legal
norm cannot be the single content for legal certainty. Legal certainty should lead to unanimous
legal regulation of social relations in law enforcement practice, to the absence of abuses based on
legal norms, allowed by state authorities.

In the philosophy of the late middle ages and the new time, more attention was paid to the or-
ganization of public administration, the rules of interaction between the people and government
representatives — the issue of certainty of legal insructions was considered in this context. So in
the papers of T. Hobbes, an important element of the society/state relationship was:
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Laws — these are the rules for every citizen that the state orally or in
writing forms provided to him/her to use them to distinguish between
right and wrong. The aim of laws is to give the right direction to people’s
actions, leaving to their discretion everything that is not forbidden and
not determined by law. (Hobbes, 2000, p. 255)

John Locke did not spare the issues of certainty of law, he named the lack of a natural state
that he lacked an established, definite law as a norm of justice and measure in disputes (Locke,
1988, p. 335).

In the nineteenth century, in contrast to the idea of natural law, political and legal ideas of
positivism appeared, which were much more specific and exacting for the formulation of legal
norms and their certainty. Applying a rational approach to the formation of a liberal conception
of law I. Bentham noted that the content of natural law is not defined and interpreted in different
ways by all, and therefore can not be perceived as a legal model (Krestovskaya, 2002, p. 258). In
analyzing the law of common law countries, Bentham noted that in these countries law exists in
the form of a "judicial law", the meaning of which can not be explained without resorting to ju-
dicial practice. Thinking about this problem, the author proceeded from the necessity for law to
be clear, simple and accessible in understanding for the ordinary person. The consideration of the
anthropological approach here means that the person, without resorting to a special body through
familiarization with legal instructions, has to understand the difference between lawful and un-
lawful behavior and to be guided by these ideas in his/her actions.

The overcoming of incomprehensibility in law through codification was supported by Hegel.
He criticized the uncertainty and incomprehensibility of the legal instruction, regardless of the
reasons for such incomprehensibility, calling such a situation unfair in relation to a person.

To hang the laws so high that no single citizen could read them, like the ty-
rant Dionysius did it, or bury them in expanded and numerous scholarly
books, collections of decisions, numerous judgments, thoughts and cus-
toms that often contradict each other, and in books written in a foreign
language, so knowledge of the law in force becomes accessible only to
those who are engaged in research by scientists. All this is equally
unfair... The law concerns freedom — the most valuable and most worthy
in a person, and the person himself should know this law, since it is

binding for him/her. (Hegel, 1990, p. 252)
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Consequently, the connection between the execution and understanding of the the legal norm is
connected by Hegel with the requirement of obligation. Since the legal norm is binding and applies
to citizens, they must know its content. The given examples from the history of law-making were
analyzed by Hegel are extremely revealing. By combining various types of circumstances in viola-
tion of legal certainty, thereby Hegel emphasized the unimportance of the reasons why the rules
are inaccessible for citizens to understand, in all cases, this situation must be overcome.

Despite the absence of a specific name, issues of legal certainty were not new ones for the le-
gal science and are inherent even in the pre-revolutionary period. "Without using the term "legal
certainty”of judicial decisions (legal certainty) in the pre-revolutionary period the scientists no-
ted the importance of the sustainability of sentences and other judicial decisions that came into
force" (Alekseeva, 2015, p. 9). Thus, in his paper "The General Theory of Law" G. V. Shershe-
nevich points out that, unlike social norms, legal norms:

Are characterized by a certainty of suffering, which are threatened by the
rules of law, which are unusual for the norms of conscience or morality...
a person who has agreed to violate the legal norm in advance knows about
the volume and quality of the expected suffering. The second and more
important difference... there is a certainty of organs that cause suffering
for the violator of this norm. (Shershenevich, 1910, p. 289)

Reflecting on the issue of justice, including the justice of legal regulation, a well-known
American philosopher who relied on liberal values, John Rawls noted that:

The principles of justice are chosen in conditions of ignorance. This
means that nobody will win or lose when choosing principles as a result
of natural or accidental social circumstances. Since everyone is in the
same position and nobody is able to invent the principles for improving
their specific conditions. (Rawls, 1999, p. 11)

The statement about justice, which must be ahead according to the situation, that is, to regu-
late relations that will arise in the future, and not those that have already occurred (in a retrospec-
tive way) corresponds to a number of requirements of legal certainty that establish the inadmis-
sibility of the retroactive effect of law in space and time, the inadmissibility of changes to the
worst, the requirement to promulgate legal norms, so that citizens have the opportunity to orient
themselves towards them in shaping their behavior.

In the context of the anthropological approach to the study of legal certainty, the paper of
O. Holmes "The Path of the Law" deserves attention. In analyzing his rich experience of judging,
the author shares his thoughts on what is law in the vision of ordinary citizens.
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If you want to know the law... you have to look at him as a angry person
who cares only about the material consequences that will enable him/her
to analyze such knowledge, and not as a kind person who sees the rea-
sons for his behavior — whether within the law, or beyond its limits — in
certain sanctions of conscience. (Holmes, 1897, p. 3)

In such approach to the understanding of law, the importance of foresight is manifested. It is
important for the citizen, to what final conclusion the court will reach when awarding judgement
upon his/her case, no matter what methods and comparisons it applies. It can be underpinned by
the search for the connection of law with the basics of morality, or to refer to the established ju-
dicial practice in similar cases, or analyze the rules of law for their erroneousness and inconsis-
tencies with the basic principles of law, but for an ordinary citizen, this justification, which usu-
ally forms the basis of the motivational part of the decision is not important. For the individual,
according to the author, the final result is important — the answer which should be given by the
law — whether he/she lawfully acted or not (Holmes, 1897, p. 4). Without calling the principle of
legal certainty, the author points to the need for a person to have a clear idea of the lawfulness of
his/her behavior and its consequences.

Even if every resolution required an emperor's sanction with despotic
power and capricious mind, we should equally be interested in being able
to predict — in clarifying the order, in rational explanation and in deter-
mining the principle of development of the norms that he affirms.
(Holmes, 1897, p. 7)

Thus, the author points out the importance of certainty, regardless of the quality of law — no
matter what the law is — good or bad — it must be definite and understandable for the “user".

In the first half of the twentieth century, the discussion between the adherents of natural and
positive law was rather heated. This discussion attracted the attention of the researchers of both
schools to the fundamental problems of law, forcing them to look for confirmation of their own
theories and convictions on scattered examples. Among issues raised by such scholars as
Dvorkin, Hart, and Fuler were issues related to the principle of legal certainty. The allegorical
story about the imaginary King Rex, who wished to put an end to all legal problems, covers
a number of violations of this principle. There were some measures which the imaginary king
used: an attempt to introduce a case law that created the problem of unpredictability of a judge's
decision; an attempt to codify legislation, which led to the ambiguity of statutory concepts for
the population and contradiction of norms to each other. Elimination of these shortcomings and
creation of the best legal act — the code — lasted so long that at the time of enactment, the code
was outdated and could not properly regulate legal relations (Fuller, 1969, p. 33). This instruc-
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tive history consistently points to the problems associated with the process of lawmaking and
lists a number of requirements of legal certainty, which, in the event of non-compliance, may
distort legal regulation.

The improvement of legislative wording is perhaps the most common way to perfect the legal
norm that applies in our country. It does not take into account the fact that modern legal problems
often lie in the plane of interaction in the paradigm: society-state-man. Therefore, the traditional
approach to improve the wording of the legal norm, although it remains relevant, is not capable of
solving all situations. Changing the statutes one should always keep in mind the value that such
a provision protects. Applying an anthropological approach to the study of legal phenomena will
allow you to look at solving legal problems from the point of view of how one person 1) professes
the values embodied in law (the requirement to respect the rights and fundamental freedoms of
a man); 2) understands the content of the legal instruction (whether it is possible to distinguish be-
tween lawful and unlawful); 3) is aware of the norm of law (observance of the principle of legality
and the requirements of legal certainty regarding the procedure for the adoption and promulgation
of legal norms, the requirement of inadmissibility of changes to the worst).

As it was proved above, the requirements of legal certainty had been formulated historically
in the context of the development of anthropological teaching and today are general legal. Alt-
hough the emergence of the requirements of legal certainty occured separately and gradually, in
the modern period they appear as a single doctrine of legal certainty, which is not reduced to one
of the listed requirement, but embodies them as a system.

Originality

The content of legal certainty is considered from the standpoint of anthropology, the origin
and formation of this phenomenon are investigated. It has been established that, much earlier
than the appearance of the concept itself, ideas originated and evolved, embodied as elements of
legal certainty. It is proved that legal certainty is a historically determined legal phenomenon the
significance of which can be revealed through an anthropo-philosophical approach. The applica-
tion of legal certainty will allow to focus on the value legal guidelines in the implementation of
reforms in the state and legal sphere.

Conclusions

Legal certainty is a fundamental legal principle inherent in a state governed by the rule of
law. The content of this principle is revealed through a set of component requirements, each of
which has a historical basis of its origin. Requirements for the formulation of legal norms in
a generally accessible way of familiarization, the inadmissibility of limiting or eliminating
fundamental human rights, the lack of retrospective effect of law, clarity and precision of legal
prescriptions, their mutual complement and consistency — these ideas were put forward by phi-
losophers in the context of anthropological research and invariably associated with them re-
quirements of justice to the person. Legal certainty is a legal concept, a general legal principle
that embodies these philosophical views and transforms them into a legal field. Therefore, the
study of this principle should be carried out taking into account the anthropological approach.
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"Kuischkuii Hanionanbuuii yaisepeuter imeni Tapaca Illepuenka (Kuis, Ykpaina), e, nomra a.ogneviuk@gmail.com,
ORCID 0000-0003-0529-2551

AHTPOIOJIOTTYHI NIAXOJU Y JOCJIIXKEHHI ITIPABOBOI
BU3HAYEHOCTI

Mera. JlocnipkeHHs CIPSIMOBAHO Ha BHCBITJICHHS B iCTOPUYHO-NOPIBHSUILHOMY KOHTEKCTI BILIMBY aHTPOIIO-
JIOTIYHUX BUEHBb HA PO3BUTOK 1 (hOpPMYyBaHHS TAKOTO IPABOBOTO SBHUINA SIK "'TIpaBOBa BH3HAUYCHICTH'', TOBEICHHS TO-
ro, IO KaTeropis MpaBOBOI BU3HAYCHOCTI 3’SBMIIACH SK HACIIJIOK aHTPOIOIEHTPUIHOTO (hiocodchKoro miaxomy
y npaei. Teoperuunuii 6a3uc. Y CTaTTi i3 3aCTOCYBaHHSIM CHCTEMHOTO MiIXoxy Oyio mpoaHali30BaHO 3MICTOBHE
HATIOBHEHHS TEPMiHY "TIpaBOBa BU3HAYCHICTH'"'. AKCIONOTIYHHIA MiAXIA JaB 3MOTY y3arajJbHHUTHU Pi3HI MPOSBH Ipa-
BOBOI BU3HAYEHOCTI B MEXax OJHOTO LIHHICHOTO MOHSTTS ¥ y3araJbHUTH HOro, ChOpMYITIOBABIIN Ta Bi3HAYMBIIH
BOKJIMBICTh aHTPOMO(iIOCOPCHKOTO MiAX0AYy B MOCTIHPKEHHI MPABOBUX SBHIN. BUKOpHUCTAHO METOJ MOPiBHIHHS,
aHaJlizy, CUHTE3Y, y3araabHeHHsI (iJoco(ChKUX KOHIEMIH, B AKX 3HAXOAWUB CBili BUSB MPHUHIIUII IPABOBOi BU3HA-
YEeHOCTi B Pi3HI mepioan icTopumyHOrO po3BUTKY. HaykoBa HOBH3HA. Y NaHIHd CTaTTI MATPUMYETHCS HIMPOKHUN
MiAX1A 10 pO3yMiHHS NMPUHIUITY ITPABOBOi BU3HAYEHOCTI, & OCTAaHHIA BiTHOCUTHCS [0 3araIbHOTCOPETUIHHX IIPABO-
BUX NpUHLUMIB. CTBEP/XKYETHCS, 110 MPABOBA BU3HAYCHICTH CKIIAIAETHCS 3 PSY BUMOT JI0 IPABOTBOPYOCTI Ta mpa-
Bo3acTocyBaHHs. [Ipu MpoBeIeHHI ICTOPUYHOTO aHAJi3y IUX BUMOT MPaBOBOT BU3HAYEHOCTI BCTAHOBJICHO, 1110 BOHH
ICTOPMYHO 3apOXKYBaJIUCh 1 PO3BUBAIIMCH SK YaCTHHA aHTPOIOJIOTIYHOTO (hiT0cOPCHKOTro BUCHHS Ta 3rojIoM Oyiu
BTiJIEHI y TpaBi. 3B’30K 3 aHTPOIOJIOTYHUM BUYEHHSM Y IOPHCIPYJICHIIT TpaHC(HOPMYETHCS y 3aJIeKHICTh MiX pe-
aJli3alli€lo IPUHIUITY TPaBOBOT BU3HAYEHOCTI Ta NMpaBaMH JIIOJWHA. BHCHOBKH. AHTpPOIIOJIOTIYHI MiAXOAM A0 JIO-
CIIIJDKEHHS NIPAaBOBHX SIBHI JAlOTh 3MOTY HAJaTH IpaBy LIHHICHOI r'yMaHiCTH4HOI opieHramii. IIpaBa i cBoOOaM
JIOAWHU SK HAWBaXIMBIIIA COLIANbHA MIHHICTH BUMAralOTh IOTPUMAHHS IX HAaBIiTh TOJI, KOJH 3aKOHOJABCTBO
€ HEJIOCKOHAINM, HEY3rOJDKEHHM, MICTHTh NMPOTAIWHM 1 HEeBU3HAa4eHOCTi. [IpuHIMI 1paBOBOi BU3HAYEHOCTI Jae
3MOTY TOJOJNATH Ii TPYIHOII, 3aBASKH HOMY Y3TOKYIOTHCS BHMOTH 3aKOHHOCTI Ta JOTPHMAaHHS IpaB i CBOOOS
monuHH. Lle# mpuHOM € 3araTbHONPaBOBUM, a HOTO 3MICT PO3KPHBAETHCS YEPE3 CYKYIMHICTh CKIIAIOBHX — BUMOT.

Kuiouosi cnosa: mpaBoBa BU3HAYEHICTh; aHTPOIIOJIOTIS MpaBa; NPHHIMI mpasa; res judicata; aHTpomoneHTpu3M;
MIPUHIUI CIPaBEUINBOCTI
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"KueBckuii HanMoHanbHbIi yHuBEpcuTeT uMeHH Tapaca Illesuenko (Kues, Ykpauna), 2. noura a.0gneviuk@gmail.com,
ORCID 0000-0003-0529-2551

AHTPOIIOJIOTMYECKHUE MOAXO/IbI B U3YUYEHUHU TIPABOBOM
OIPEJEJEHHOCTH

Lesblo cTaThy SBISIETCS UCCICIOBAHNE BIMSHUS aHTPOIMOJIOTHYECKUX YUCHHI HA pa3BUTHE U (OPMHUPOBAHUE
MPaBOBOW OMPEEICHHOCTU KaK MPAaBOBOTO SBJICHHS B CPABHUTEILHOM HCTOPHYECKOM KOHTeKcTe. JlokasbiBaeTcs,
YTO KaTeropus ''TpaBoBas OIPEICICHHOCTh IOSBWIIACH BCIEACTBHE Pa3BUTHS aHTPOIOIEHTPHUYECKOTO (u-
nocodekoro noaxona B npase. Teoperuueckmii 6aszuc. B craThe ¢ HCIOIB30BAHUEM CHCTEMHOTO TOAX0/a OBLIO
MIPOaHAIM3MUPOBAHO COJEPKATEIbHOE HAINOJHEHHWE TEPMHHA ''TPaBOBas ONPEAEICHHOCThH". AKCHOJOTHYECKHIA
Ioaxond 6I)IJ'I HUCIIOJIb30BaH JId OGT)CZ[I/IHCHI/IS[ Pa3HBIX HpOHBJ’IeHI/Iﬁ HpaBOBOﬁ OIMPEACIICHHOCTHU B paMKax OJHOTO
[IEHHOCTHO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHOTO MOHSATHUS, yAaJ0Ch OOOOIIUTh ITH MPOSIBICHUSA, CHOPMYIHUPOBAB U OMPEIICIIUB
BaXHOCTh aHTPOMOQPUIOCO(CKOTO MOAX0Ja B HCCICJOBAHUU MPABOBBIX SIBICHUH. VCMONB30BaH TaKkXe METOJ
aHaJM3a, CUHTEe3a, 0000meHNs GUI0COPCKUX KOHIICTIHA, B KOTOPBIX HAXOJHJ CBOE MPOSIBICHUE MPUHIIKIT TIpa-
BOBOI1 ONPEACICHHOCTH B Pa3IUYHbIC TIEPUOIbI UCTOPUYECKOro pa3putus. Hayunass HoBu3HA. B naHHOI cTaThe
MOJIICPIKUBACTCS IIUPOKHUN MOJXO/ K MOHMMAHHIO MPUHIIKAIIA TPABOBOM OMPEIEICHHOCTH, a TOCIEAHNI OTHECeH
K OOIIETeOPETHUECKUM TIPABOBBIM MPHUHIMIAM. Y TBEPIKIACTCS, YTO MPABOBAsI OMPEACICHHOCTh COCTOUT U3 Psa
TpeOOBaHUil K MPABOTBOPYECTBY U MPaBONPUMEHEHHO. [Ipy MPOBECHHH UCTOPUYECKOTO aHaJIH3a ITHX Tpedo-
BaHUl MPaBOBOU OIMPENEICHHOCTH YCTAHOBIIEHO, YTO OHHU MCTOPHUYCCKH 3aPOXKIAIUCh U Pa3BHBAJHCh KaK YacTh
AHTPOIIOJIOTHIECKOTO (HHUIOCO(PCKOTO YUeHHUS W Toce ObIIIN MPUMEHEHBI B TipaBe. CBA3b C aHTPOIOJIOTHISCKUM
Y4EeHHEM B TIpaBe TPAaHCHOPMHUPYETCS B 3aBUCUMOCTh MEX/Y peajn3aineid MpUHIIUIA TPaBOBOM ONpeeIeHHOCTH
" mmpaBaMH Y€JIOBEKA. BI)IBO}ILI. AHTpOHOHOFI/I‘IeCKI/Ie nmoaxXxoAbl B UCCIICAOBAHHUU ITPABOBBIX SIBJICHUH AT BO3-
MOKHOCTh IPHUAATh NpaBy I'yMaHUCTUYECKYIO LieJIeHanpaBieHHOCTh. [IpaBa u cBoOObI YenoBeka TpeOyIoT co-
6J110)16HI/151 JaXe B TEX CUTYyallUAX, KOTr'Jla 3aKOHOAATCILCTBO HE ABJIACTCA 6e3ynpequIM, COorjiaCOBaHHbIM, UMECCT
U3bSIHBI ¥ HEONPECIICHHOCTH. [IpUHIUN MPaBOBOW OMPEACICHHOCTH NAeT BO3MOXHOCTh CIPABHUTHCSA C ITUMHU
TPYIHOCTSIMH, Oaronapsl YeMy IPHHIUIBI 3aKOHHOCTH U COOJIOICHHS TPaB B CBOOOJI YSIIOBEKa B3aUMHO COTJIa-
COBBIBAIOTCS. DTOT MPHUHIUII SBISETCS OOIICTIPABOBBIM, a €r0 COJIEPKaHUE PACKPHIBACTCS Yepe3 COBOKYITHOCTH
TpeboBaHUI.

Kniouegvle crosa: npaBoBasi ONpeeIeHHOCTh; aHTPOIOJIOTUS NpaBa; MPHHIMI npasa; res judicata; anTpomno-
LEHTPU3M; IPUHIIMIT CIIPABEJIMBOCTH
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