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INCLUSIVE LEGAL POSITIVISM:
BASIC ARGUMENTS

The relevance of the topic of this paper is due to the insufficient
study of the problems of inclusive legal positivism in the modern
philosophy of law. The problem of substantiating the thesis of the
inclusion of morality in law on the basis of rational argumenta-
tion of scientists and legal practice data considered in the paper
allows an innovative analysis of basic legal concepts. The subject
of the research is to analyze the methods of moral, ethical and legal
argumentation in the works of representatives of inclusive legal
positivism. The purpose of the work is to theoretically reconstruct
the essence of the debate between inclusive and exclusive legal
positivism. The novelty of the topic is due to the lack of studies
in the educational and scientific literature on the specifics of the
argumentation of inclusive legal positivism, set out in the scientific
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Introduction

Over the past few decades modern legal positivism has turned into an extremely heteroge-
neous philosophical and legal current, within which there are no clear methodological bound-
aries and criteria for thematic affiliation. That is why, on the one hand, Ronald Dworkin easily
falls into the number of positivists with his attempts to write a chronicle of the history of posi-
tivism after Herbert Hart; theorists of the ‘new natural law’ Lon Fuller and John Finnis, forced
to share a number of theses and arguments of legal positivism in their arguments, as well as
new realists in the person of Brian Leiter, who with his argumentation offers a new version of
the convergence of realism with positivism in the field of legal philosophy. At the same time
the works of Will Waluchow and Kenneth Himma are reasonable attempts to fix the criteria
for determining the nature and grounds of inclusive legal positivism as a research program that
convincingly solves the question of the relationship between morality and law in comparison
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with other research approaches using philosophical methods. After all, according to Kenneth
Himma, «conceptual jurisprudence is nothing but the metaphysics of law» .

The division of modern legal positivism into two branches by itself — exclusive and inclu-
sive, which finally took shape in the 70s of the XX century with the appearance of the key
works of Joseph Raz at first step may seem conditional. The fact is that from the initial argu-
ments of Herbert Hart, set out in the book The Concept of Law, it followed that in the structure
of the legal system there are only two levels of legal rules (primary and secondary), allowing
courts to resolve any incidents and disputes exclusively within the rules system itself. Thus the
place of legal principles has not been determined in the legal systems, which by their nature dif-
fer from legal norms and rules, since they contain evaluation criteria and can most often express
legal values enshrined in positive law. Hart’s subsequent reservations in the polemic with R.
Dworkin that legal principles can be easily ‘incorporated’ into the legal system along with legal
norms did not remove the question of whether it is possible to detect moral grounds of law in
the content of legal principles or the need to take into account moral arguments when making
judicial decisions. Proponents of exclusive legal positivism (Joseph Raz, Andrey Marmor and
Scott Shapiro) believed that law cannot include principles, and even if it happens that the law
refers to principles, then the judge actually acts as a legislator who should use the interpretation
of these principles to settle the legal dispute that has arisen®. In exclusive legal positivism there
is no room for the transformation of moral principles into legal ones since the nature of law fol-
lowed the social facts and special types of sources of law. Law and morality are different regula-
tors of human behavior and therefore the possibility of even a partial overlap of their boundaries
is excluded. Inclusive legal positivism (Matthew Kramer, Jules Coleman, Will Waluchov and
Kenneth Himma) arises as a theoretical position that allows the conceptual possibility of using
moral criteria to determine the operation and content of law?. The most original justification of
this position from the point of view of judicial practice and the theory of semantics of possible
worlds can be seen in the works of Waluchow and Himma, and counterarguments in favor of
the fallacy of such an argument — in the works of Dworkin.

Materials and Methods
The paper uses the works of famous scientists Will Waluchow, Kenneth Hima, as well as
other scientific literature on the problems of theory and legal philosophy. The paper uses re-
search methods characteristic of analytical jurisprudence, including those related to the use of
methods of logical and linguistic analysis, as well as special legal methods (formal legal method
of interpretation of regulatory prescriptions).

Main Provisions
As a criterion determining the nature of the argumentation of inclusive legal positivism,
Himma offers a justification for the thesis about the inclusiveness of morality*. By itself this the-
sis presupposes the conceptual possibility of modeling a legal system with the moral foundations

'Himma K. E. The Logic of Showing Possibility Claims: A Positive Argument for Inclusive Legal
Positivism and Moral Grounds of Law // Revus — Journal for Constitutional Theory and Philosophy of Law.
2014. N 23. P. 87.

*Hart H.L.A. Concept of Law. Second Edition. Clarendon Press, 1994.

Raz.J. Legal Principles and the Limits of Law // The Yale Law Journal. 1972. Vol. 81, Ne 5. P. 823-854;
Marmor A. Exclusive Legal Positivism // Positive Law and Objective Values. Oxford: Clarendon Press,
2001. P. 49-70; Shapiro S.J. On Hart’s Way Out // Legal Theory. 1998. Vol. 4, Ne 4. P. 469-507.

“Waluchow W. J. Inclusive Legal Positivism. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1994; Kramer M. H. In Defence
of Legal Positivism: Law without Trimmings. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003; Himma K. E. The
Rule of Law, Validity Criteria, and Judicial Supremacy // Law, Liberty, and the Rule of Law / Eds. I. B.
Flores, K. E. Himma. Dordrecht: Springer, 2013. P. 153—-173.
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of law but not concrete irrefutable arguments. That is why it is easy to attribute Ronald Dworkin
to the supporters of such a thesis who substantiates the moral foundations of any legal system
with various options for turning moral values and moral principles into legal prescriptions. Un-
fortunately Himma in his writings of recent years does not allow such a possibility believing that
he is arguing with Dworkin and does not take a similar position with him. Thus among the key
issues that need to be addressed in terms of the relationship between law and morality Himma
calls the justification of the status of the grounds of law as legal, which emphasizes the special
nature of the legal validity of legal prescriptions (as opposed to empirical facts)®.

The next issue to be resolved is the determination of the reasons for granting legal status to any
social regulations or regulators. In the case of legal positivism it is the practice of applying conven-
tional rules as conditions for making legal decisions that acts as such a reason. However it is obvious
that other philosophical and legal concepts can formulate the conventionalism of rules as a means of
decision-making, so this issue cannot serve as a significant sign of inclusive legal positivism.

Research Results

Are there correct examples of empirical grounds for moral judgments in law? What is the
basis of the assumption about the need to justify inclusive legal positivism? Thus Waluchow
as an example of the use of moral arguments in making judicial and legal decisions cites cases
from judicial practice on the recognition of unconstitutional provisions of laws to the basic
source of law for the legal system of Canada — the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedom:s.
Moral reasoning, in his opinion, is regularly used in the interpretation of the Canadian Charter
of Rights and Freedoms. The provisions of the Canadian Charter should be interpreted on the
basis of the objects and interests that it is designed to protect, which opens up a certain scope
for the use of ethical standards of conduct®. It can also be noted that the authors of the Canadian
Charter when listing fundamental rights and freedoms used ethical terminology, which occu-
pies an important place in almost all modern moral theories. Such ethical concepts include the
right to equality, freedom, justice and many others. Since these concepts have a moral basis
Waluchow comes to the conclusion that ethical factors can be included in the content of law’.
Moreover the judges themselves are guided by moral judgments when resolving disputes.

An example of moral argumentation is the court’s decision in the case of Andrews v. Law
Society of British Columbia®. In this case the question was considered whether the require-
ments of Canadian citizenship for practicing law contradict the provisions of article 15 of the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, according to which every person has equal rights
without any discrimination’. The focus of the court’s attention was the question of whether the
requirement of Canadian citizenship is discrimination. To answer it, it was necessary to deter-
mine what should be understood by discrimination in general, which means that the answer
itself inevitably had to become moral in its meaning.

The Court considered several definitions of discrimination among which it chose the most
appropriate one. Such definitions had an ethical content'®. At the same time the court noted
that the definition of discrimination should be objective that is the provision of the law can be
recognized as discriminatory regardless of whether the legislator and those who act under the
guidance of the law consider that it is discriminatory.

’Himma K. E. The Logic of Showing Possibility Claims: A Positive Argument for Inclusive Legal
Positivism and Moral Grounds of Law. P. 78-79.

°Ibid. P. 80

"Waluchow W. J. Inclusive Legal Positivism. P. 144-145.

8Ibid. P. 143.

°In detailes see: Andrews v. Law Society of British Columbia, [1989] 1 S.C.R. 143.
Tbid. P. 149.
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Are Waluchow’s arguments convincing in this case? Its interpretation from the point of
view of judicial practice is not strictly reasoned. After all the concept of discrimination could
be used by analogy from other court decisions that have a precedent character. By itself the
interpretation of legal norms by virtue of judicial discretion will not be a reason for judges to
leave the moral plane and ethical assessments. Rather on the contrary judges will try to give a
procedural and formal legal character to their judgments in the motivational part of the judg-
ment, so as not to encounter moral relativism, which very often accompanies any reflections on
the justice or injustice of specific legal regulations.

Another question is that the theory of inclusive legal positivism could develop a certain
approach to understanding the essence of moral obligations that influence law and the legal
system. After all the law itself rarely contains successful and exhaustive definitions. The law,
fixing this or that concept only refers to its definition in the relevant field of activity!!.

Morality can be considered as prescriptions for proper behavior or as a description of the
ideas existing in society. But in any case for a well-founded theory, it is important to argue to
which type of moral prescriptions the court can appeal when considering cases including the
recognition of norms as unconstitutional. And in this regard several arguments can be noted.

Firstly, if the court proceeded from the understanding of morality as a regulator of social
relations, it would have to find a suitable ethical definition in society every time. At the same
time it should be borne in mind that morality is characterized by a higher degree of uncertainty
than for a legal regulator since society as a rule has several moral attitudes at once including
those that contradict each other. But then it is completely unclear how the court will resolve
the conflict between different ethical definitions and choose the most appropriate one. Let’s say
the court will be able to establish the prevailing ethical attitude in society. Does this mean that
the definition of the concept should reflect its content? Obviously not as it may be completely
unacceptable for the purposes of justice.

How then can the court find a suitable ethical definition? The only criterion for its choice
is how harmoniously it fits into the system of current law and is combined with its principles.
And this means that the court when resolving the dispute will be guided by the understanding
of morality as a prescription for what is due and not what is. The definition may reflect the ethi-
cal attitude of a minority in society or the court will not be able to find a suitable moral attitude
at all, which however will not become an insurmountable obstacle to making a legal decision
on the procedure. Therefore there is no need to start searching for an appropriate ethical norm
in society it is enough to choose a definition that fits most successfully into the context of the
legal system.

In the decision of the Supreme Court of Canada in Andrews v. Law Society of British
Columbia, the term ‘discrimination’ was considered in the context of the entire legal system
including in relation to the concept of ‘equality’. At the same time the court’s decision noted
that the norm on the prohibition of discrimination should be interpreted flexibly since in the
future new cases of discrimination may appear that have not previously been encountered in
society. This also indicates that the court proceeded from an ideal understanding of morality
when defining the concept of discrimination. In addition the interpretation of morality as actu-
ally existing norms would create additional difficulties for judges since then they would have to
search for a moral norm in force in society.

Secondly, when understanding morality as rules existing in society the concept used in
legislation would be made dependent on the moral standards in force in society. In case of
their change the court will be forced to find a new definition that meets the requirements of the
changed norms of ethics. Waluchow himself admits that the moral arguments that are included
in the content of law are closely related to the linguistic, philosophical and historical context.
Thus, we could reconstruct the following sequence of Waluchow’s reasoning: law is closely
related to morality, which in turn is conditioned by linguistic, philosophical and historical con-

"Tbid. P. 150-152.
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text!2. A change in the context leads to a change in the content of the law, which makes it less
definite and stable. Moreover law is sometimes seen as a tool for changing ethical standards
in society. However such an approach would make law dependent on morality, which would
entail the complete loss of such a function.

Waluchow believes that moral arguments can be taken into account by courts when deter-
mining the content of law. Inclusive legal positivism offers, in his opinion, a more successful
theoretical explanation of the procedure for recognizing laws as unconstitutional due to their
contradiction with the rules of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms than exclusive pos-
itivism. This is due to the fact that the theory of inclusive positivism provides a better account
of the moral arguments that are taken into account when recognizing a law as unconstitutional.

Discussion

However what happens if the judges behave differently? Himma with his arguments and
quoted fragments of Stephen Perry ‘s works casts doubt on this approach from the point of
view of the argument of legal validity". Should judges, when determining the legal validity of
any prescriptions, turn to moral arguments? It is obvious that they have no strict obligations
because the interpretation of legal norms can be carried out in a formal legal way or logically
except in complex and confusing cases. And this means that there are no more boundaries
between moral judgments about law and legal judgments in inclusive legal positivism than in
Dworkin’s reasoning.

One of the main arguments of Himma after the criticism of Dworkin and Waluchow in
favor of a positive justification of the nature of inclusive legal positivism is the reasoning about
the recognition of the logical possibility of the existence of a legal system with moral grounds.
Based on some vague variations in relation to the philosophical concept of the semantics of
possible worlds (as a possible methodological basis of conceptual jurisprudence) he believes
that by analogy with the ontological proof of the existence of God as a way of comprehending
him in a logically consistent form it is possible to distinguish the properties of such a legal
system. For example, one of the constructed properties of Himma recognizes the modeling of a
legal system where individuals are morally impeccable, even if their real behavior is not such'.
There is already a contradiction in this reasoning. After all if moral integrity as a value does not
serve as a basis for a person’s inclination to do morally right (and not just to do legally) in the
real world, what advantages does its hypothetical postulation give? Compared with empirical
arguments from judicial practice fixing the problems of the positivist interpretation of legal
practice the conceptual argument about possible worlds, in which there are no contradictions,
does not essentially bring anything new to the understanding of legal reality as an ethically
loaded concept.

Conclusion

Thus inclusive legal positivism has long been the subject of deep disputes between repre-
sentatives of legal positivism. However despite sophisticated and rational arguments the theory
of inclusive legal positivism turns out to be limited and incomplete. The reason for this state of
affairs lies in its focus on solving only one philosophical and legal issue - analysing the neces-
sary connection between law and morality. This question turns out to be secondary when con-
sidering the structure of the legal system or the dynamics of legal institutions, as well as when
using the method of conceptual analysis in order to clarify legal concepts.

2Ibid. P. 96-97.
BIbid. P. 145.

“Himma K. E. The Logic of Showing Possibility Claims: A Positive Argument for Inclusive Legal
Positivism and Moral Grounds of Law. P. 92.
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A.B. MupukuH, ¢unr.., Associate Professor, KykbIK Korapsl MekTe6i, Magsut
Narikbayev University (Ka3akcraH, AcraHa K.), ApUCTOTEIb KOFaMbIHBIH MY 1ieci (¥J1b10pu-
tanus), Kanaga ¢unocodusanpik KaysIMaacTbIFbIHBIH MYyeci: MTHKTI03MBTI K YKBIKTBIK
MO3UTUBHU3M: HETI3ri apryMeHTTEp.

Ocbl MakalaJbIHbIH TAKbIPBIObIHBIH, 63eKmiAiel KA3ipri 3aMaHrbl KYKbIK (puinocopusichbiH-
[arbl UHKJIFO3UBTI KYKBIKTBIK TTO3UTUBU3M MCEJIEIIEPiHiH, XKEeTKUIIKCi3 3epTTeyiHe OailIaHbICThbI.
MaKanana KapacTBIPbUIFAH FAIIBIMIAP/BIH, YTBIMbI nsnennepi MEH COT NPAKTHKACBIHBIH [IEPEK-
Tepi HEeTi3iH/e alaMTepIIUTIKTI 3aHFa eHrlsy TypaJbl Te3UCTi Her13ney MCeleCi HeTi3ri KYKbIKTBIK
YFBIMJAP/Ibl JKaHALUBIT Tajiayra MYMKIHJIIK 6epefii. 3epmmey naHi THKIFO3UBTI KYKBIKTBIK TO3H-
TUBU3M OKUJIJIEPiHiH eHOCKTEPiHIeTi MOPAbIbIK-3TUKAJIBIK, KOHE KYKBIKTBIK JIJeJIIey JficTepiH
Tanaayad Typaibl. 2KYMbICTBIH MAKCAMbL — MHKITIO3UBTI 3KOHE 9KCKITFO3UBTI KYKBIKTBIK TIO3UTH-
BU3M apachIH/Iarbl MKiPTAIACTHIH MOHIH TEOPUSIIBIK KANTa KYPY. T aKbipblnmoiH, #aHa1bi2bL OKY
JKOHE FhITbIMK JieoueTTepae Y un BamydoB nen Kenner XumMaHbIH FhUTbIMU eHOEKTepiH/e Oa-
STHQJIFaH WHKJTFO3UBTI KYKBIKTBIK, TTO3UTHBU3MJII [IQJIENICYiH epeKmeniri TypaJbl 3epTTeynepJ1iH
60JIMayI)IHa KYKBIKTBIK [IO3UTUBU3M TCOPHSICBI TYpaJIbI IOCTY Pl vaesmapibl KanTa Kapay Ka-
SKETTINIriHe GalylaHbICThL. 3epmmey 20icmepi peTiHie AHANINTHKAIBIK KYKBIKTAaHYFa TOH onicrep,
COHBIH iLIiHIE JIOTMKAJILIK, JKOHE JIMHIBUCTHUKANbIK TAIJAY qnicTepiH KOJIlaHyMEeH 0alNaHbICThI
JJIicTep, COHJlali-aK, apHAlbl KYKBIKTBIK, JIiCTep (HOpMaTI/IBTlK TaJjanTapibl TYC1H111py111H pecmu-
KYKBIKTBIK, 9fliCi) KOJIaHBLIIbI. MaKaHaHLIH Hezi32l MYHCbIPbIMOAPbl MHKITIO3UBTI KYKBIKTHIK,
MO3UTHBU3M TY>KBIPHIMJIAMACKIHBIH, HETi3Ti nsnennepm arry 60JbIn Ta6bmam>1 Byn Ty:xbipbiMaa-
Ma TYPFBIChIHAH KYKBIKTBIH MOPAJIBLALIK, HETi3/lepi 6ap eKeHyIiri Heri3aeesi, ajl Cyabsiaap Kenbip
JKarfaiaapaa coT MenlMaepiH KaObUllaraH Ke3e MOPabbIK, JJIEAepi KOJIaHaAbI.

Tyiiinoi ce30ep: UHKAO3UBMI KYKbIKMbIK NO3UMUBUIM;, HOPMAMUBMIK HYCKAMAAAD,
KYKbIKMbIH MOPAALObIK He2i30epi; MOPAAbOblK MIHOemmeMmenep; Com NpaKmuKdacol; CyObalap-
Obil Kaaaywt, y. Baayuos, k. Xumma.

A.Bb.Iupukun, 1.oun.H., Associate Professor, Beicmas mkona npasa, Magsut Narikbayev
University (Acrana, Ka3zaxcraHn), 4yieH ApucrorejieBckoro odomecrBa (Benmmkoopuranus),
ynen Kanapckon ¢unocodekoin accounaumm: WHKIII03MBHBIN NPAaBOBOM MO3UTUBU3M: 06a30-
BbI€ APT'YMEHTHI.

AKmMYaabHOCMb TEMbI HACTOSIIIEHN CTaThi 00YCIIOBJIEHA HEIOCTATOYHON N3yUYEHHOCTHIO TPO0-
JIEeMAaTUKM UHKJTFO3MBHOT'O NMPABOBOI0 NMO3UTHUBM3MA B COBpeMeHHo pusiocodpun npasa. Paccmart-
puBaeMasi B CTaTbe NMpodJieMa 000CHOBaHMS Te3UCa O BKIIFOYEHHOCTH MOpaJii B MPABO Ha OCHO-
BE pauuonaﬂbﬁoﬁ APryMmeHTaluu y4Y€HbIX U NaHHBIX cyne6H01‘/’1 MPaKTUKU MO3BOJIIET HOBATOPCKU
NpOaHAIM3UPOBaTh 0a30BbIe FOPUAMUECKUE NOHATHS. [Ipedmem uccae0o8anus 3aKIHOIASTCS B
aHanm3e CrnocoOOB MOPATLHO-3THUECKOM W MPABOBOM apryMEHTAlMU B TPYy/aX NpeficTaBUTe-
Jiell MHKJTFO3MBHOTO TIPABOBOTO MO3UTHUBU3MA. [[eab pabonibl COCTOUT B TEOPETUUECKON PEKOH-
CTPYKUMH CYIITHOCTH JIe6aTOB ME3K/Ty WHKITFO3UBHBIM M 3KCITFO3MBHBIM MPABOBLIM TTO3UTUBU3MOM.
Hoeusna Ttembl 00yCIIOBJIEHA OTCYTCTBUEM B YUEOHOH M HAYYHOH JIMTEPATYPE UCCIEJOBAHUI O
cneumbuxe ApryMmeHTaluu WHKJIFO3UBHOI'O MPABOBOI'0 MO3UTHUBU3MA, U3JI0KEHHOI B Hay4HbIX
Tpynax Yuia BamyuoBa u Kennera XuMmbl, HEOOXOMMOCTBIO MEPEOCMBICIICHUS TPAIUIIMOHHBIX
NPEJICTaBJICHUII O TEOPHU MPABOBOTO MO3WTHMBU3MA. B KauecTBe memodos uccaedosanus Npu-
MEHSUTICh METO/Ibl, XapaKTepHBIE U1l aHATMTUIECKOI FOPUCTIPY/ICHIMN, B TOM UNCJIe CBSI3aHHBIE
C TIpUMEHEeHNEeM METOJIOB JIOTMYECKOro W JIMHIBUCTUYECKOTrO aHaIM3a, a TaKXe ClelyaIbHbIe
opUnYecKre MeTofb! ((hopMaTbHO-IOPUIMTUECKUI METOJ] TOJIKOBAHUSI HOPMATUBHBIX TIpEe/ca-
HUi1). OCHOBHDbLE 8bl80OBL CTATHY 3aKJIFOUAKOTCS B PACKPBITUN KIIFOUEBBIX aPIYMEHTOB KOHIIECTIIUN
WHKJTFO3UBHOTO TIPAaBOBOro no3utrBu3mMa. OOG0CHOBAHO, UTO C TOUYKHU 3PEHUS JAHHOU KOHIIEHIIUN
NpaBO UMEEeT MOpAJIbHbIE OCHOBAHWS, a CY/IbM B OT/CNBLHBIX CIydyasiX NP TPUHSTUM CyJeOHbIX
PpelleHni TPUMEHSTIOT MOPAJTbHYO apTyMEHTAIINIO.

Karouesvie caosa: UHKAKOSUBHBIL NPABOBON NOZUMUBUIM; HOPMAMUBHBIE NPEONUCAHU,
MOPAAbHbLE OCHOBAHUA NPABA; MOPAAbHLLE 00A3aAMeAbCcmed; CYOeOHAs NPAKMuKd; cyoelckoe
yemompenue; Y . Baayuos, K. Xumma.
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B coBpeMeHHbIX yCNI0BUAX HabNogaeTcss He,OCTaTOYHOe BHUMaHMe
NPaBOBEAOB K Yrny6neHHoW pa3paboTKke NPaBOBOro perynvMpoBaHus, B
TO BPEMSA KaK yKa3aHHas npobiieMa MeeT CyLeCTBEHHOE NO3HaBaTESb-
Hoe 1 6oMbLIoe NPaKTNUYECKoe 3HaUYeHne. Teopus NpoLieccyanbHOro perynmpoBaHnsa Kak ocoboro Buga
MPaBOBOrO PEryNMpoBaHUA He Co3faHa 1 HAXOAWTCA Ha NepBOHAYaNbHON CTagun cBoero GopmrpoBa-
HYA. Torga Kak B MEPCMEKTVIBE OHA MOXET CMOCOOCTBOBATDL HE TONIbKO MOBbILIEHUNIO 3GPEKTUBHOCTY Npa-
BOBOI'O PEryNMPOBaHUA B LIE/IOM, HO U COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHMIO MPAaBOTBOPUECKO U NPaBOMNpPUMEHUTENb-
HOW MPAaKTUKW MyTem 3afeiCcTBOBAHUA BCEro apceHana npoLeccyanbHONPaBOBOrO UHCTPYMEHTapus.
Hapsgy c 3Tum TpebyeT cOBepLUEHCTBOBAHNA NPOLIECCYanbHOE 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO, UMEILLEee AedeKTbl,
NPOTUBOPEUNS, HEMOMHOTY, pa3banaHCcMPOBaHHOCTL U Ap. MNpoLeccyanbHoe perynmpoBaHue 3bpeKkTunBs-
HO LB TOTAA, KOrAa UMeeTcs KaueCTBEHHOE U afieKBaTHOe 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO, a GpyHKLMOHan obecne-
YNTENbHOIO MEXaHV3Ma COBEPLLEHEH.

ALpecoBaHa yuYeHbIMIOpUCTaMm, NpenofaBaTensaMnpaBoBefam, CTyAEHTaM, a TaKKe NPaBONPUMEHS-
oMM cybbeKTam B chepe perynaumm o6LecTBEHHbIX OTHOLWEHNA.
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