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The relevance of the review of this book is due to the growing interest of the international scientific
community in new variants of realistic jurisprudence, including Russian. The subject of the research in
the review is the analysis of the structure and main themes of E.N. Tonkov’s monograph “Russian Legal
Realism” published in 2024. The purpose of the work is to present and evaluate the author’s philosophical
and legal concept of Russian legal realism, which emphasizes the importance of the actual experience
and intentions of legal actors, and also seeks to reduce formalism and abstractness in jurisprudence. The
novelty of the topic is due to the relatively recent emergence of the term included in the title of the book,
because of E.N. Tonkov’s research since 2012. Its comprehensive justification in the author’s work based
on a diachronic study of law and order on the territories of the former Russian Empire. The research
methods used were descriptive, comparative-legal, formal-logical and other methods that contribute to
the reconstruction and interpretation of the author’s views. The main conclusion of the review of E.N.
Tonkov’s book is that Russian legal realism is an important part of the postclassical research program
currently being developed, allows us to trace the evolution of the Russian law and order and provides
answers to many theoretical and practical questions of modern jurisprudence.
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In 2024 the “Aletheia” Publishing House in St. Petersburg released a monograph by modern legal
scholar Evgenii N. Tonkov “Russian Legal Realism” that considers historical and current legal culture, law
and order, legal interpretation and education in Russia [S]. E.N. Tonkov (Ph.D. in Law) is Lecturer at St.
Petersburg State University (SPbSU) and St. Petersburg Institute of the Bar, Associate Professor at North-
West Institute of Management — Branch of the Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and
Public Administration (gRANEPA St. Petersburg), barrister, the founder and chief editor of the “Interpretation
of Legal Sources” Series of “Aletheia” Publishing House. Over thirty-five books on various aspects of law
have been published over the past decade under that series label with more than fifty authors — leading
Russian and CIS scholars — presenting their ideas in fundamental individual and collective monographs,
such as: “Antropology of Law: Postclassical Research Program” (2025), “Law Interpretation: Classic and
Postclassic” (2024), “Postclassical Studies of Law: Perspectives of the Scientific and Practical Program”
(2023), “Sociological School of Law in the Context of Modern Jurisprudence” (2022), “In Search of
Legal Theory” (2021), “Legal Thinking: Classic & Postclassic Paradigms” (2020), “Legitimacy of Law”
(2019), “Cultural Researches of Law” (2018), “Paradigms of Legal Hermeneutics” (2017), “Legal
Hermeneutics in the XXI century” (2016), “Law is the Language and Scale of Freedom” (2015), etc.

The author’s research interest is focused on the basics of the concept of Russian Legal Realism
(RLR), its origin and evolution [see also: 8]. In the context of a realistic approach to law E.N. Tonkov
actualizes the meaning of the factual experience and intentions of legal actors, providing an answer to the
excessive formalism and abstractness of normativity in legal systems, using and complementing well-
known ideas of classic American and Scandinavian movements of legal realisms [3; 7, p. 21-190]. The
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reviewed monograph contains an innovative approach to assessing the contribution of many theorists and
practitioners of the Soviet period to the formation and development of Russian legal order. The author
demonstrates Russia’s special civilizational path, which requires further comprehensive philosophical
and legal analysis in the methodological realities of the 21st century. Nevertheless, E.N. Tonkov’s realistic
approach have already become a new direction of international legal theory and philosophy: being introduced
by the author in 2012 [6; 4, p. 1982] and tested at multiple conferences, such as World Congresses of
the International Association for Philosophy of Law and Social Philosophy (IVR), the concept of RLR
gained recognition by various scholars and was included in IVR Encyclopedia along with other classical
and non-classical variants of legal realism (American, Scandinavian, French, Italian, etc.) [4].

A comprehensive monographic study of the foundations of Russian legal realism is presented for
the first time in Russian. E.N. Tonkov suggests not to mix the processes of describing legal order and its
assessment, and strives for a holistic understanding of the ontological features of legal reality. The book
contains answers to important theoretical and practical questions of our time: what is included in the structure
of the current law and order, how many branches of public authority are functioning today and how
they interact with each other, whether judges are afraid to pass acquittals, whether the norms of criminal
communities are a source of law, whether there is a corrupt model of interpretation, and many others.

In the Preface, the author provides a historical background on the development of the new concept.
The important part of the monograph is a theoretical study of law and order of the Soviet period,
an unreasonably forgotten and almost crossed out stage of the development of law from Russian
historiography. The main research is divided into three parts: “Section I. Methodological Aspects”, “Section IL.
A Realistic Approach to Law and Order” and “Section III. Concept Development”. The first section contains
five chapters with the study of scientific nature of the legal concept, postclassical understanding of law,
broad approach to the sources of law in a realistic paradigm, realism in different areas of science and brief
analysis of classical and other movements of legal realism. The second section consists of two chapters
about contingency of legal interpretation, law and order in realistic perspective. The third section has
six chapters concerning genesis of the term and its research in modern science, analysis of proponents
of legal realism in the Russian Empire and the USSR, history of legal realism in Russia, its ontological
foundations and specific elements, biography and bibliography of Russian legal realists and their
predecessors in 19th—20th centuries. After the Conclusion, the E.N. Tonkov’s List of Works on the subject
of legal realism is presented along with the Bibliographical List of the monograph and Glossary of thirty-
seven words and phrases.

Being a large-scale objectification of Russian Legal Realism, the book provides its methodological
framework and offers its sufficient justification. The validity of the presented concept meets the criteria
for innovative legal theories: 1) it contains a critical approach; 2) it is included in the system of legal
knowledge; 3) it is understandable for analysis; 4) it performs an explanatory function; 5) it has predictive
capabilities; 6) it is verifiable; 7) it is praxeologically significant [S, p. 33-35]. The monograph contains
theses on the influence of Soviet law on the legal consciousness of citizens: the revolutionary (socialist)
legal consciousness was one of the sources of law at that time. According to the author, the historical
experience of socialism has a significant impact on the current law and order. The individual regulatory
systems of many heads of legislative, law enforcement, judicial and other departments were formed
during the period of “developed socialism’, today they strive to preserve the traditions of the Soviet legal
doctrine and reconstruct certain managerial aspects of the last century. Legal scholars in the 21st century
are faced with the task of revising outdated dogmas about the functioning of Russian law.

Generational continuity is characteristic of any society, and we need to pay attention to historical
experience, the impact of which can be identified in the modern law and order. The author suggests the
following list of eleven trends in the existence of law, which had a significant impact on the formation of the
Russian law and order: 1) unity of the three branches of government that are obedient to the executive
and party bodies; 2) the continuity of authoritarianism in various historical forms; 3) management of all
branches of government manually proceeds from the single center; 4) development of the “good king”
idea and belief in his exclusivity; S) paternalism and social slavery; 6) dominance of two industries:
raw materials (including the energy subindustry) and prison; 7) “minefield” legislative doctrine; 8) the
formation of a judiciary that supports the interests of the executive power’s “vertical’, ready to fulfill the
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will of the sovereigns in court proceedings; 9) selectivity and relativism of judges and law enforcement
officers; 10) the inability of civil society to institutionalize the defense of their rights and freedoms;
11) independence of judges and law enforcement officers from the assessment of their activities by the
population [, p. 326-340; 4, p. 1984-1986].

Among the E.N. Tonkov’s ideas the argumentation for the operation of a plurality of regulatory
systems should be noted, including eighteen sources of normativity: customs and traditions, legal myths,
religious norms, moral imperatives, individual normative systems, corporate norms, normative content
agreements, acts of settlements, norms of political parties, norms of “liberation” movements, norms of
criminal communities, legal practice, judicial precedents, interpretative precedents, norms of international
law, science and law enforcement doctrines, forms of direct expression of the population will, normative
legal acts of the state bodies [S, p.74-75]. Substantiating the abovementioned original classification of
normative sources, the author emphasizes that not all social norms become legal, one should critically
approach some non-classical sources of normativity, but underestimating the complexity of the sources
of law distorts the understanding of the mechanism of functioning of law and order.

The cumulative effect of the normative grounds of law is based on an intentional approach to legal
reality: in this sense E.N. Tonkov assigns a significant role in the formation of the St. Petersburg School
of Philosophy of Law as part of RLR to the founder of the psychological theory of law — L.I. Petrazycki
— and his followers [9]. The ontological determinism of the author’s concept is confirmed by numerous
works of pre-revolutionary and Soviet philosophers and legal theorists. Moreover, for the first time, the
monograph offers a relevant list of Russian legal realists and their predecessors in 19th-20th centuries [S, p.
366-40S].

The author suggests that law and order should be understood as a law implemented through
institutions of public authority, recognized by the majority of the population. The structure of law and
order includes: 1) abody of norms, textualized in various sources, mandatory for reference communities;
2) aset of law enforcement acts issued by authorized entities; 3) legal relations between all entities, which
they recognize as normative facts; 4) educational programs of universities that reproduce new lawyers
and improve the skills of existing ones, with professors that convey their types of legal understanding
to students; S) scientific doctrines produced and substantiated by scholars and schools of legal thought
that form the semantic and substantive aspects of legal knowledge; 6) law enforcement doctrines;
7) legislative and law enforcement institutions, including regime facilities (e.x. prison), personnel,
equipment, machinery, weapons, status authority, corporate methods and tools for the implementation
of law [S, p. 224].

E.N. Tonkov strives to overcome the dogmatic division of public power into three branches, proposed
many centuries ago in almost irrelevant for today’s world historical conditions. The author substantiates
the division of public power into seven elements, complementing the three classical branches - legislative,
executive and judicial - with four modern ones: the dominant religious community, the (ruling) political
party, the institution of a “strong” president and civil society structures along with non-governmental
mass media [S, p. 327]. The author’s idea of the seven branches of public authority is disputable, but it is
supported by current research and state-legal practices.

Special attention is paid to the interaction of two sides of the legal reality: “law in books” (mainly as
a set of normative acts) and “law in life” (mainly as a body of law enforcement decisions) [S, p. 53-57]
based on provisions of traditional sociological jurisprudence with postclassical clarifications and
additions. E.N. Tonkov states that excessive attention to “law in books”, while ignoring law enforcement
trends, disorients modern students and makes them unprepared for practical activities. Along with the
textualized norms of law, it is necessary to take into account the “law in life”, organizational features of
public authorities, cultural dominants, religious traditions, political doctrines, legal practices, corporate
norms of civil societies and law enforcement agencies, business habits of entrepreneurs and other factors
that organize the social order. Law is presented as a multidimensional phenomenon consisting of rules
of unequal importance; ignoring the full range of impacts on legal relations can lead to unpromising legal
strategies and unpredictable results [ S, p. 67]. “Law in life” may differ significantly from “law in books” for
various reasons, which E.N. Tonkov analyzes in detail.

Currently, the process of convergence oflegal positivism and theories of natural lawis clearly expressed
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in jurisprudence [2]: legal realism is one of the ways to combine them with an emphasis on sociologism
and psychologism. Furthermore, consistency of realistic methods is gaining special attention in modern
legal debates [1]. E.N. Tonkov’s monograph “Russian Legal Realism” becomes an integral part of the
postclassical research program developed in the 21st century by the St. Petersburg School of Philosophy
of Law represented by D.I. Lukovskaya, AV. Polyakov, L.L. Chestnov, R.A. Romashov, EV. Timoshina,
Ya.I. Gilinsky, M.V. Antonov, L.B. Lomakina, N.V. Razuvaev, S.L. Sergevnin, V.I. Pavlov, Yu.Yu. Vetyutney,
VV. Denisenko, S.N. Kasatkin, M.A. Belyaev, L.I. Osvetimskaya, L.A. Kharitonov, A.E. Chernokov and
others. The interdisciplinarity and polymethodology of the RLR concept postulated by the author makes
it possible to comprehensively consider the ontological features of legal reality that have been formed
over several centuries in Russia, during which fundamental behavioral patterns and state paradigms have
been consolidated. The relevance of research on the problems of legal realism in the post-Soviet area
determines a significant interest in the new book.

HN.IO. Kosanxwus, 3. f. A., npodeccop, Cankr-Ilerep6ypr memaexertik yansepcureri (CaHKT-
Ilerep6ypr, Peceii): Peaancrik KyKbIKTaHYABI AambITy. E. H. TonkoBTBIH «Pecefaik KYKbIKTBIK
peaan3m> Kira6pina moay (Cepmsi: Kykpik ke3aepin Tycinaipy. Cankt-Iletep6ypr.: Aseres, 2024.
454B.).

Ochbl KiTamka IIOAY >KacayAbIH ©3€KTiAiri XaAbIKQpaAbIK FBIABIMH KOFAMAACTBIKTBIH PeaAMCTiK
KYKBIKTAHYABIH JKaHa OarbITTapblHA, OHBIH iliHAE pecefAiK OAFBITTapFa KbI3BIFYIIBIABIFBIHBIH apTybIHA
6GartaansicTsl. Penensusiaarst seprrey moHi E.H. TonkoBrsiy 2024 >XbIABI IIBIKKAH “PecelAik KYKbIKTHIK,
peaausM” MOHOTPaQUSICHIHBIH KYPBIABIMBI MEH HeTi3Ii TaKbIPBIOBIH TaAAQY GOABII TaObIAAABL JKyMbICTBIH
MaKcaTbl — peceMAiK KYKBIKTBIK pEaAUu3MHiH aBTOPABIK (pHAOCOQUSIABIK-KYKBIKTBIK TY>KbIPBIMAAMAChIH
YCBIHY JK9HE 6araAay, OA KYKBIK aKT€PAEpiHiH HaKTbl Ta>1<ip1/16eci MeH HHUETIiHiH MaHbI3ABIABIFBIH aTall
KOpCceTeAl, COHbIMEH KaTap 3aH FhIABIMBIHAAFB QOPMAAU3M MeH abCTPaKTHIABIKTBI a3aMTyFa THIPBICAADL
Taxprpeinsiy xadaasiesl E. H. TonkosTsiy 2012 sxpiapaH bepri sepTTeyaepiHiy eHOeri 60AFaH KiTalThIH
JKaKBIHAQ Tafipa 00AybIMeH GariaaHbIcTh. OHbIH aBTOPABIH eHOEriHACrl KellleHAl HerispeMeci GypbIHFbI
Peceii uMmepusAChIHBIH ayMaKTapbIHAQFbl KYKBIKTBIK TOPTINTI AMAXPOHABIK 3ePTTEyre HerispeAreH.
3epTTey opicTepi periHAe aBTOPABIH KO3KapacTapblH KAaHTa KYpyFa >KoHe TYCIHAIpyTe BIKIIAA eTeTiH
CHIIaTTaMaABIK, CAABICTHIPMAABI-KYKBIKTHIK, GOPMAABABI-AOTHUKAABIK JK9He 06acKa dAICTEp KOAAQHBIAABL
E.H. ToHKOBTHIH KiTabbIHa LIOAYABIH HETi3ri KOPBITBIHABICHI — PEeCEeMAIK KYKBIKTBIK peaAu3M Kasipri
YaKbITTa AQMBII KeAe XKATKaH [OCTKAACCHKAABIK FHIABIMU-3ePTTEyY OarAapAaMachIHbIH MaHbI3ABL OOAiri
OOABIII TaOBIAAABL, pecePAiK KYKBIKTBIK TOPTINTIiH 9BOAIOLVSICBHIH OakblAayFa MYMKIHAIK Gepeal sxoHe
Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbI KYKbIKTAHYABIH KOIITETeH TEOPHSIABIK JKOHE IPAKTHKAABIK CYPaKTapBIHA Xayall bepeal.

Tyiiindi co3dep: KyKvik PUAOCOPUSCLL, PEAAUCIK KYKbIKIMAHY, KYKbIKMbIK Mapmin, Kykbismbl mycindipy,
HOPMAMUBMIK  JHcylieAep, NOCMKAACCUKAADIK 2biAbiMU-3epmmey bazdapramacel, Kimanmapodavl KyKbik,
emipdezi KyKbik, KYKbiK K030epi, peceliAik KYKbiKmblk peaiusm.

N.I0. Kosauxus, A.10.H., mpodeccop, Canxr-Ilerep6yprckuii rocysapCTBeHHBIA YHABEPCHTET
(Canxr-Ilerep6ypr, Poccus): PasuTre peasncTHyeckoil lopucnpysennun. Penensus Ha KHATY
E.H. TonkoBa «Poccuiickuii npaBoBoit peaansm» (Cepusi: ToAKOBaHHE MCTOYHHKOB TpaBa.
CII6.: Aaereiis, 2024. 454 c.).

AKTYyaAbHOCTD  peljeH3MH HACTOsIledl KHHMIH OOyCAOBA€HA  BO3PACTAIOIIUM  HHTEPECOM
MEXAYHAPOAHOTO HAyYHOIO COOOIIecTBa K HOBBIM HAIPABACHHAM PEAAMCTHUYECKOH IOPHCIIPYACHIIUH,
B TOM 4UCA€ poccHiickoMy. IIpeaMeT mccaepOBaHHUS B pelleH3MU 3aKAIOYAeTCSA B aHAAU3E CTPYKTYpbI
M OCHOBHOHM TeMaTHKH u3paHHON B 2024 1. monorpa¢um E.H. TomkoBa «Poccuiickmii mpaBoBoit
peaausM>. Ileab pabOTBI COCTOUT B U3AOXKEHHH U OLjeHKe aBTOPCKOM $PHAOCOPCKO-IIPABOBOI KOHIIEIIIIUH
POCCHICKOrO IIPaBOBOTO PEAAN3Ma, KOTOPBIH ITOAYePKHUBAET 3HAYeHHe PaKTHIECKOTO OIIbITA M MHTEHIHY
aKTOPOB IIPaBa, A TAKKe CTPEMUTCS K YMEHBIIEHHIO $OPMAAU3MA M AOCTPAKTHOCTH B IOPUCIIPYACHIIHIL
HoBsuzHa TeMbl 06ycAOBA€HA OTHOCHUTEABHO HEAABHUM BO3HUKHOBEHKEM BbIHECEHHOTO B HA3BAHKE KHUTH
TepMHHA, 4TO CTaA0 3acayroit uccaeposanmit E.-H. Torkosa ¢ 2012 r. Ero koMmmAexcHOe 060CHOBaHMe B
TPYA€e aBTOPa OCHOBAHO HA AMAXPOHHOM H3y4eHHH IIPAaBOIIOPSIAKOB Ha TEPPUTOPIIX ObiBLIeit Poccuiickoit
uMIepHuu. B xauecTBe METOAOB MCCAEAOBAHMS ITPUMEHSIANCH OIMCATEABHBIH, CPaBHHTEALHO-IIPAaBOBOH,
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$OPMAABHO-AOTHYECKUIT U APYTHE METOABI, CIOCOOCTBYIONIME PEKOHCTPYKIMH U HHTepIIpeTaLiu
B3TAAOB aBTOpa. OCHOBHOI BEIBOA pereHsuu Ha kHury E.H. ToHKOBa cOCTOMT B TOM, YTO POCCHICKUH
IIPAaBOBOM PEAAM3M SBASETCS BaXKHOHM YaCThIO PA3BHBAEMOM B HACTOAIIEE BPeMs IOCTKAACCHIECKOM
Hay4YHO-UCCAEAOBATEABCKON MPOrPaMMBbl, IO3BOASET IPOCAGAUTb 3BOAIOIMIO POCCUICKOrO IPaBOIO-
PAAKa U IIPEAOCTaBASIET OTBEThl HA MHOTHME TEOPEeTHYeCKHe U IPAKTUYeCKHe BOIPOCHl COBPEMEHHOM
IOPHUCIPYAEHIHMH.

Kawuesvie crosa: Purocopus npasa, peasucmuueckas w0pucnpydeHyus, npasonopsdok, moiKosaxue
npasa, HOPMAMUBHbLE CUCTEMbL, NOCIKAACCUMECKAS HAYHHO-UCCAE008AINEALCKAS NPOZPAMMA, NPABO 8 KHU2AX,
npaso 6 HU3HU, UCOUHUKY NPAasd, POCCUUCKUTI NPaBosoti peaiusm.
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