HAYKOBA ICTWHA Ta INHHOCTI J00pa 1 CIpaBEeAIMBOCTI,
JOCSITHCHHS TIPABOBOI TEOPIi Ta MPAKTHIHUH FOPHIMTHUH
JOCBIZ, TIPABOBI i7€aiH, IHCTUTYLIOHAJIHHO-HOPMATHBHI
VTBOPCHHS 1 MPAaBOBI BITHOCHHM, IO BTHCHYTH BCE LIE Y
paMku AKOICh VHiBepcambHOI ac(iHimii mPocTo HE
MOXHBO [4, ¢. 12-13].

Ha cyuyacHoMy eTami po3BHTKY, HA HaNIy AyMKY,
II9 TPaBOPO3YMIiHHA  (DAKTOPOM  VIOCKOHAJCHHSA €
OPUIMYHA TPAKTHKA, a AT NPaKTHIHOI HisTTBHOCTI

(axiBOiB y Tamy3i mpaBa TAKHM CTHMYJIOM MAlOTh CTATH
HOBI maxoam A0 Wie€i mpoOieMu, amke mpodacMa
MPABOPO3YMIHHA OC3MOCCPSIHBO TOB A3aHA 3 MIHHICHAMHA
OpIEHTHpPAMH CYCITITLCTBA, IPABAMH 1 CBOOO AME JTFOIWHA
1 TPOMAOAHWHA, SKICTIO B3aKOHOJABCTBA, 3PCIITON0, 3
VTBEPKCHHSM y KpaiHi KOHCTHTYIIHHOTO MPHHIUITY BEP-
XOBCHCTBA MPaBa, SKWH, HA YKajb, BUSIBHBCSI B OCTAHHE
JECATHIITTS 3HATHOKO MIPOIO JHCKPEIUTOBAHIM.
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DEFORMATION AND INTEGRATION IN LEGAL SCIENCES
IMMamora B. —cT.1 xypcy
HayxoBuii kepiBHHK — K.IIE/, H., KOHCYJIBTAHT 3 MOBH, PopocTiok [.B.
Vuisepcumem Jlepacasnoi Dickanvhoi cayoicou Yipainu

Current legal science is transforming itself in
terms of integration changes and deformations. We can
observe several tendencies of that transformation. One of
them, and probably the most significant, is secarching
appropriate, partially new, methodological approach. Such
search is important in modern integration changes of
contemporary Ukraine

The problems of European integration are studied
by L Yakoviuk, A.Yegorov, L.Luts, S. Ratushnyi and
others.

Far ago legal philosophers have been using in
their research methods and tools that were typical for legal
science, especially text analysis. Some researchers
especially from social sciences allege that legal
philosophers (and legal scholarship in general) do not have
their own methodology (in pure sense) characteristic for
separate field of knowledge. That dispute is still vivid and
it is all touchier that legal philosophers started lending tools
and methods from other, especially social, sciences, since
existing methods appear to be insufficient [1].

The world is changing. The changes do not omit
law. External integration of legal sciences can be
understood as using in legal research also findings and
methodology of other sciences. The discussion on the
problem, thus, has to do with tradition of multidimensional
legal research.

Difficulties in predicting scientific changes do not
need to constitute an obstacle to studies of the future in the
field of legal science. The development of legal science,
which has been relatively stable in many respects, differs in
many ways from the more or less revolutionary

development that can be observed in other domains. The
paradigm shifts can easily be calculated here, and when the
pace of development becomes uneven, it proceeds in small
jumps. An established point of view also indicates that the
object of legal science is primarily of the legal dogmatic
kind, i.e. that the main task of legal science is to investigate
and systematize the applicable law. In such an approach it
is often assumed that the selected method is a familiar and
a well-functioning one, and that any explanations that must
be given are related to the way in which the separate
sources of law relate to each other in the area in question.
The research material - the applicable law - is something
given here, and the only things to be done on the theoretical
plane are to find a compromise between the seemingly
incompatible standpoints expressed in the old masters’
works, spread the existing knowledge, and make sure that
the method is preserved and that it will be used. Such an
approach may also embrace the viewpoint that it is
incorrect to draw parallels between legal science and other
forms of science, or, in any case, that results obtained in the
field of legal science are of a different, special character
[2].

So we can do the conclusion that in spite of the
fact that the new legal disciplines are unequal, their
methodological and theoretical meaning is like they need to
have status unquotable for example applied, but legal
sciences — are generally scientific. In the frames of legal
lore, character, status and profile, which increase
sophistication, dynamic of legal lore in general reflects its
ability for self-development [3].
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