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COINCIDENCES AS AN ELEMENT OF THE SUBJECT
MATTER OF STATE AND LAW THEORY

Abstract. Purpose. The aim of the article is to characterize chance as an integral part of the subject
of the theory of state and law. Results. In the article, the author studies coincidences as an element
of the subject matter of the State and law theory. The article analyses and generalises the approaches
available in the legal literature to the definition of the subject matter of the State and law theory. The
essence of coincidences, its correlation with necessity and regularity is revealed. The nature of State
and legal coincidences has been characterised as an important element of the subject matter of the general
theory of State and law. It is established that the State and law theory, like any science, has its own subject
matter, because the latter determines the independence of science, its specific properties and place in
the scientific knowledge of reality. At the same time, the subject matter of the State and law theory is
made virtually by the entire system of legal sciences. The subject matter of State and law is formulated
as the comprehension of a complex object, that is, State and law. The content of the subject matter is
traditionally regarded as regularities of the advent, development and functioning of State and law. However,
the development of State and law is affected not only by regularities but also by coincidences, due to which
the formation and development of individual legal systems and State entities can be specified. Conclusions.
It is substantiated that the subject matter of the State and law theory should be considered not only as
the comprehension of regularities, but also coincidences of the advent, development and functioning
of the State and law, their role in various civilisations and cultures. The State and legal coincidence is
a random, unlikely connection of State and legal phenomena and processes, not caused by State and legal
regularities and does not reflect their essence. In any event, the need for fundamental changes in approaches
to the scope of subject-matter of the State and law are understood has not yet come to light. In this regard,
to date not only the subject matter of this science and the corresponding discipline, but even its designation
is not agreed. Meanwhile, it is crucial to rethink the subject matter and structure of the State and law theory
due to not only internal but also external factors, the most important of which is development of inter-State
integration processes in the field of science and education, is of crucial importance among them.

Key words: State and law theory, subject matter of State and law theory, regularity, coincidences,
State and legal regularity, State and legal coincidences.

1. Introduction

General theoretical legal science and the cor-
responding academic discipline known to many
generations of domestic lawyers as “General
theory of the State and law”!, undergoes a com-

! The specific names of this discipline in Ukraine
and in some other countries of the world are different,
for example, “State and law theory”, “law and State

theory”, “general theory of law”, “general theoretical
jurisprudence”, etc.
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plex and contradictory period. On the one hand,
the collapse of totalitarianism and, with it, its
inherent methodological monism in the study
of law and other legal phenomena, the forma-
tion of independence of Ukraine and the related
objective changes in the politics, economy, social
consciousness, the transformed system of values
and fundamentals of worldview have opened
wide possibilities for updating domestic juris-
prudence, including its general theoretical part,
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overcoming the long-term isolation from Euro-
pean and world culture and legal theory, enrich-
ment with accumulated international common
legal heritage, such as inalienable human rights,
the rule of law, civil society, etc. On the other
hand, the transition from methodological mon-
ism to ideological and methodological plu-
ralism, with all its positive features, has led to
a complicated process of knowledge of legal
phenomena, one of the consequences thereof is
often an eclectic combination of heterogene-
ous worldviews — from Marxist to neo-liberal
and neo-positivist, poorly compatible with each
other (Koziubra, 2013, p. 17).

In addition, if the difficulties of democratic
renewal after the collapse of the totalitarian
regime, political instability, aggravated primar-
ily by the military aggression of the northern
neighbour, the loss of confidence in all branches
of government and most public institutions, fea-
tures of the national mentality, elements of its
traditional political and ideological bias are con-
sidered, the Statements by some representa-
tives of the general theoretical jurisprudence
of the post-Soviet space about the crisis of mod-
ern theoretical legal consciousness will not be
so exaggerated. However, it seems more correct
to speak not so much about the crisis of domes-
tic general theoretical law, but about the diffi-
culties of its modernisation. The construction
of a holistic, internally consistent system
of general theoretical jurisprudence, its final lib-
eration from previous dogmatic representations
is evidently a matter of more than one genera-
tion of legal scholars. One of the priority direc-
tions in this direction should be the rethinking
of the subject-matter field of general theoretical
legal science and the corresponding academic
discipline (Koziubra, Pohrebniak, Tseliev, &
Matvieieva, 2015, p. 14).

Issues of the subject matter orientation
of scientific research have along history of world-
view thinking. This process, initiated by the phi-
losophers of antiquity, retains its relevance for
modern science. The focus and methodological
identity are determinants not only of the auton-
omy of science, but also of its place in the system
of scientific knowledge. The fundamental mean-
ing of general theoretical legal science for scien-
tific knowledge of the State and law determines
the importance of comprehension of its sub-
ject-matter, which is complex and poly-struc-
tured, while the ideas and provisions thereof
determine the unity of legal science in gen-
eral. In this regard, the study of coincidences
becomes particularly relevant and practical as
a component of the subject-matter of the State
and law theory, which is the purpose of this
article. Its successful implementation requires
solution of the following tasks: first, to review

the existing approaches (points of view) in
the legal literature to the definition of the sub-
ject-matter of the State and law theory; second,
to reveal the essence of coincidences, its cor-
relation with necessity and regularity; third,
the nature of State and legal coincidences has
been characterised as an important element
of the subject-matter of the general theory
of State and law.

The subject matter of the State and law
theory is a traditional issue that is dealt with
in a comprehensive manner in both textbooks
and manuals on the State and law theory.
Therefore, it is not an exaggeration to say that
this problem affects all specialists in the field
of state theory and law to some extent (Ser-
diuk, 2013, p. 38). At the same time, the imme-
diate theoretical and methodological basis for
this scientific article has been the works by
domestic legal theorists, such as: Y.V. Bilozorov,
B.D. Bondarenko, D.O. Vovk, S.D. Husarieva,
M.I. Koziubra, A.M. Kolodii, O.L. Kopyl-
enko, O.Y. Kotsiubynska, Y.V. Kryvytskyi,
S.L. Lysenkov. Y.M. Oborotov, PM. Rabi-
novych, L.A. Serdiuk, O.F. Skakun, O.D. Tykh-
omyrov, M.V. Tsvik, in which separate aspects
of coincidences in the field of State and law as
theoretical and legal phenomenon are disclosed.

2. Establishment and development
of the general State and law theory

The State and law theory is a fundamental
scientific and academic discipline, the devel-
opment and establishment of which has a long
history. Understanding the subject-matter
of the State and law theory is associated with
specificities that reflect the different stages
of the formation of this field of knowledge.
During these stages, the question of the inde-
pendence of this component of the legal science
and the focus and scope of the State and legal
phenomena examined by it has been repeatedly
raised. When considering the State and law
theory, it is important to clearly understand
what kind of scientific discipline is studied,
given the existing substantial differences in
the understanding of the State and law the-
ory in domestic and foreign jurisprudence.
The specificities of a particular country and its
legal system advent from one of the legal fam-
ilies, the State and law theory may not be
classified as a separate field of knowledge or
vice versa, recognised as an independent com-
ponent of the legal science, science of sciences
in the field of theoretical jurisprudence, which
determines the relevance of scientific research
of the subject-matter of general theoretical legal
science at the present stage.

The existence of its own subject-matter, that
is, those phenomena and processes of the real
world, which are considered and studied by

117



2/2022
THEORY OF STATE AND LAW

a system of knowledge, is one of the necessary
conditions for its classification into a class
of independent sciences. No science can aspire
to a comprehensive study of natural or social
phenomena and processes, it only singles
out certain of them, or even their individual
aspects, the cognition of which is possible by its
own means and methods. The subject-matter
of science is not something frozen, once and for
all given. It is constantly evolving, as the phe-
nomena and processes involved in the orbit
of scientific research are qualitatively changing.
Therefore, every science, periodically, at some
historical stages of development, needs to be
re-examined, clarified, and sometimes substan-
tially reinterpreted. General legal science is
no exception in this respect. The fundamental
changes that have taken place in the post-So-
viet space over the past thirty years have had
a significant impact on the phenomena them-
selves, which constitute the object of the study
of general theoretical jurisprudence. This neces-
sitates not only a higher level of knowledge
of them, the study of new connections and prop-
erties of these phenomena, but also the revision
of certain well-established approaches and per-
ceptions (Koziubra, 2013, p. 19).

The general theory of State and law emerged
as a result of the gradual and evolutionary
development of legal science as its organic,
important component and the influence of spe-
cific historical circumstances on legal science
as a specific system of knowledge. Its advent
is due to the needs of society, which formu-
late the corresponding social demand to legal
science, and the latter finds adequate tools to
meet it (Kotsiubynska, 2012, p. 9). The stages
of formation of ideas about the subject-mat-
ter of general theoretical legal science include:
the first period (30s — 50s of the XX century)
is formal, when the formation of ideas about
the subject-matter of general theoretical science
in the absence of ideological pluralism, the pres-
ence of excessive politicisation of science, attri-
bution to the focus of subject-matter of the State
and law theory and the category of regular-
ities without their comprehensive analysis;
the second period (50s-90s of the XX century)
is characterised by the expansion of the focus
of subject-matter of the State and law theory,
the substantiation that State and legal regulari-
ties are part of the subject-matter of general the-
oretical science and the formation of a classical
approach to the definition of the subject-matter;
the third period (from the XXI century) is plu-
ralism of scientific ideas about the subject-mat-
ter of the theory of State and law (Bondarenko,
2019, p. 12).

Traditionally, the subject-matter
of the State and law theory is determined only
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through a set of legal (State and legal, legal
and State) regularities. For example, the sub-
ject-matter of the State and law theory is “gen-
eral and specific regularities of the advent,
functioning and development of the State
and law..” (Lysenkov, Kolodii, Tykhomyrov,
& Kovalskyi, 2005, 10; Lysenkov, 2006, p. 13);
“general and specific regularities of the advent,
development and functioning of the State
and legal reality in society” (Husariev, Oliinyk,
Sliusarenko, 2008, 14); "universal (general)
specific regularities of the advent, structuring,
functioning and development of legal and State
phenomena” (Rabinovych, 2008, p. 211), etc.
According to the encyclopaedic legal litera-
ture, the State and law theory is one of the basic
legal sciences and general theoretical academic
disciplines. The subject-matter of the State
and law theory are the basic general regulari-
ties of the advent, development and function-
ing of State and legal phenomena (the essence
of the State, form of the State, type of the State,
functions of the State, mechanism of the State,
essence of law, form of law, system of law, legal
relations, subjective rights, offences, application
of legal provisions, legal and regulatory mecha-
nism). The main common regularities are fun-
damental and universal, as they are common to
different States and their legal systems. There-
fore, regularities of modern State development
are: an increase in the volume of general social
affairs carried out by the State; active partici-
pation in international organisations and inter-
State associations; observance of the principles
and provisions of international law; the focus
on human rights; a new approach to the corre-
lation between the State and the rule of law;
a new correlation between the State and soci-
ety, according to which the State makes an ena-
bling environment (“rules of the game”) for
the development of civil society and does not
directly interfere in its activities; resilience
in changes and combinations of State insti-
tutions. The State and law theory studies not
only the regularities, but also the results of their
action by means of certain parties of legal real-
ity, that is, indirect actions of regularities (for
example, the inevitability of liability — a legal
principle arising from a State regularity of legal
liability means). Since coincidences accompany
the development of different States and their
legal systems, the consideration of regularities
also takes into account coincidence, because
without knowledge of coincidences (regard-
ing small changes) it is difficult to correctly
understand general regularities (Skakun, 2004,
pp- 36-37).

At the same time, legal doctrine pre-
sents an approach thereof proponents expand
the subject-matter of the State and law theory,
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highlighting in its content different compo-
nents. For example, according to O.L. Kopyl-
enko, the subject-matter of the State and law
theory is the State and law as specific social phe-
nomena, the general regularities of their occur-
rence, purpose and functioning, their essence,
types, forms, functions, structure and mech-
anism of action, relations among themselves
and legal relations with other actors of public
life, the main State and legal categories com-
mon to all branches of jurisprudence, as well
as the features of the State-political and legal
consciousness and legal culture (Zaichuk,
2008, 23). Similar perspectives are expressed
by other domestic legal theorists, in particular
0.Y. Kotsiubynska (Kotsiubynska, 2012, p. 7),
O.1. Osaulenko (Osaulenko, 2007, p. 6) etc.

In turn, M.V. Tsvik and D.O. Vovk argue
that the subject-matter of the general theory
of State and law is the essence and the most
common regularities of the advent, develop-
ment, functioning of legal and State phenom-
ena and processes, as well as the main basic
concepts for the entire legal science. Accord-
ing to the given definition in the structure
of the subject-matter of the State and law the-
ory involve three components: 1) the essence
of law and the State; 2) the more general reg-
ularities of the advent, development, func-
tioning of law and the State; 3) the system
of legal concepts (Tsvik, 2011, p. 19). It should
be noted that according to Y.V. Kryvytskyi,
the subject-matter of the State and law theory
is essential properties, general and specific reg-
ularities of the advent, development and func-
tioning of the State and law, as well as other
related phenomena of social reality. The first
element of the subject-matter, investigated
by general theoretical science, is the essence
of State and legal phenomena. It is the principal
and most essential property that distinguishes
these phenomena from related homogeneous
phenomena and is conditioned by deep con-
nections and trends in their development (e.g.,
State — from non-State authorities, law — from
other types of social regulators). For the State,
such a characteristic is the existence of political
power in the country, covering the entire popu-
lation, for the law, it is its establishment in detail,
a measure of possible and necessary behav-
iour. Perceptions of the essence of the State
and law provide for the deepening and concre-
tisation of knowledge about the nature of legal
phenomena and the reference for the identi-
fication and study of existing regularities in
the State and legal field. Next, the consideration
of the second component of the subject-matter
of the State and law theory requires specifying
that State and legal regularities are objective,
necessary, general, stable relationships of inter-

action of State and legal phenomena between
themselves and other social phenomena deriv-
ing from their nature, essence (Hida, 2011,
pp- 22-24).

Without  diminishing the significance
of the regularities in the analysis of the sub-
ject-matterofthe Stateand law theory, itisappro-
priate to focus on the approach of the author’s
team led by Y.M. Oborotov that in the State
and legal processes coincidences are also pos-
sible, because the State and law as social phe-
nomena and human creations are not deprived
of elements of chaos, irrationality, imbalance. In
the light of this judgment, the subject-matter
of State and law theory includes: 1) the nature
and social purpose of State and legal phenomena;
2) regularities and coincidences of the advent,
functioning and development of the State
and law; 3) the system of concepts and cate-
gories used in jurisprudence (law, State, their
essence, functions, forms, provisions of law, legal
relations, realisation of law, order, etc.); 4) legal
principles, axioms, presumptions, fictions that
have been developed and used by legal theory
and practice; 5) theoretical models of law-mak-
ing, law application and interpretation practice;
6) forecasts and practical recommendations
for the improvement and development of law
and the State (Oborotov, Krestovska, Kry-
zhanivskyi, & Matvieieva, 2012, p. 7).

The perspective on considering not only
regularities but also coincidences as the sub-
ject-matter of the State and law theory is shared
by other specialists in the field of general legal
theory. In particular, I.A. Serdiuk argues that
it seems appropriate, within the framework
of a synergistic methodological approach, to
consider one of the components of the sub-
ject-matter of the State and law theory coin-
cidental connections of the State and legal
phenomena, the study of which will contribute
to the improvement of complex systems with
non-linear development, capable of self-organ-
isation and self-regulation. Such systems may
include civil society, the national legal system,
etc. Therefore, it is possible to propose such
an approach to the definition of the subject-mat-
ter of study: the subject-matter of the State
and law theory is general and specific regular-
ities of the advent, development and function-
ing of the State and law, as well as unknown
or unexplored coincidental relationships that
affect significantly the advent, development
and functioning of these phenomena (Ser-
diuk, 2013, p. 46). According to I.H. Bilas
and A.I Bilas, the subject-matter of the State
and law theory can be defined as a system of basic
concepts and categories of legal science, general
and specific regularities, coincidences of advent,
development and functioning of State and law,
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as well as other related phenomena (Bilas, Bilas,
2015, p. 14).

Therefore, domestic legal scholars gradually
come to the conclusion that reducing the func-
tioning of the State and law only to legitimate
processes does not correspond to the specific-
ity of any social system, including legal system,
the development of which is not only regular,
but also accompanied with the occurrence
and disappearance of certain trends and coin-
cidences.

3. Correlation between categories
and concepts
The most important in the context

of legal science is to determine the relationship
of the category “regularity” with the adjacent
philosophical category “necessity”, correspond-
ing to the category “coincidence”. In many
cases, philosophical consideration of the con-
cept of “regularity”, such a concept is identified
with the concept of “necessity” or mediates it.
The dual category of the concept of “necessity”
is the notion of “coincidence”, reflecting a ran-
dom connection between phenomena of reality
and with certain reservations is the opposite
of the regularities. In general, in philosophical
science the categories of regularities and coinci-
dences are reflected with the help of paired phil-
osophical categories, such as necessity and coin-
cidences, specific due to reflection of different
types of connections in the objective world
and its knowledge. Therefore, it is necessary
to consider thoroughly the concepts of “neces-
sity” and “coincidence”. In philosophy, “neces-
sity” is defined as a concept for characterizing
the internal stable relation of objects, which is
due to the history of development and the total-
ity of present conditions of such objects’” exist-
ence. The necessary is what under certain cir-
cumstances must be available or will have to
be. Necessity determines the internal regular-
ity in the relationships between phenomena.
The necessity is what in any case should occur
under certain conditions in some way. The
necessity reflects the stable, essential interre-
lationship of phenomena, processes and objects
of reality, which is determined by the previous
history of their development (Bondarenko,
2020, p. 134). The necessity is also understood as
a system of interrelationships and relationships
that determines change, progress, development
in a precisely defined direction with clearly
defined results. In other words, the necessity is
a special link that necessarily leads to a certain
event. In the field of State and legal phenom-
ena, necessity and regularity are not identical.
This is because necessity may be subjective, as
opposed to always objective regularity. In this
context, they state the necessity to adopt one or
another law, to take necessary legal policy meas-
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ures, etc. If the law is implemented only when
necessary, the regularity is realised through
the possibility. Objective necessity can be per-
ceived as an unavoidable scenario, independent
of the will of individual actors, a special case
of regularities.

The relationship between regularity
and coincidences, which are related categories,
is of importance for general theoretical legal
science. Coincidence refers to a category that
reflects the problematic or unnecessary occur-
rence or existence of certain events. The coinci-
dental is what, under certain conditions may or
may not be. The necessary-to-coincidental ratio
suggests that coincidences is a form of necessity
detection, while coincidence is instead a com-
plement to it (Bondarenko, 2020, p. 135). Coin-
cidence as a philosophical category describes
the external prerequisites of phenomena; what
may or may not happen, what will take place in
a certain way; what may or may not be in such
conditions. The concept of coincidence reflects
aspects of reality arising mainly from external
conditions, superficial unstable relationships,
and incidental occurrences of circumstances.
Coincidence is a set of interrelations and rela-
tionships in which the occurrence of a certain
event may or may not occur. It should be noted
that coincidence is a relationship in which
the occurrence of an event does not flow from
general development trends and cannot be
foreseen in advance. In many cases, in scien-
tific developments, regularity and coincidence
are characterised as antonyms. The category
“coincidental” refers not to what happens with-
out a causal link, but unpredictably affects
the development of a certain regularity, due
to which the result of its action changes. This
situation may be the result of the interaction
of two different regularities. Understanding
the relationship between necessity and coinci-
dence depends on the more general framework
within which they are considered. Phenomena
and processes that may manifest themselves as
necessary in some contexts may be coincidental
in other contexts and in other respects. There-
fore, when considering the regularities, neces-
sities and coincidences in the system of State
and legal phenomena the specifics of this field
should be taken into account (Bondarenko,
2020, p. 137).

In turn, D.O. Vovk argues that in the course
of the study of legal regularities or trends, coin-
cidences in the development of legal phenom-
ena can arise. The latter mean an unpredicta-
ble, atypical confluence of circumstances in
the field of law and the State as a legal concept,
which occurs with little probability and is not
conditioned by their essence. The specificity
of coincidence is that it is not universal and is
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not usually repeated in similar situations. For
example, coincidences are the existence of var-
ious “atypical” forms of government (elected
monarchy, Libyan Jamahiriya and others),
non-standard forms (sources) of law (for
example, the directives of the President in
the Republic of Belarus of an uncertain legal
character), unusual attributes of the State (for
example, four State languages in Switzerland),
etc. The occurrence of these coincidences is
not related to the essence of legal phenomena
and is determined by non-legal factors (desires
to preserve or concentrate political power, spe-
cificities of the social system, historical past,
etc.). The legal science study coincidences
due to the fact that legal regularities, tenden-
cies and coincidences do not exist separately.
Coincidences, if repeated, can become trends.
At the same time, the latter are able to trans-
form into regularities. For example, the trend
towards granting the right to vote to women
has gradually evolved into an international
standard of human rights, that is, it has become
a regularity. Opposing examples are possi-
ble. For example, slavery and the possibility
of human trafficking transactions are a reality
for most systems of ancient law. In Europe,
however, because of the economic inefficiency
of slave labour and Christian dogmas, slavery is
gradually declining and can be seen as a trend
and subsequently a coincidence (for example,
slavery in the US or serfdom in the Russian
Empire) (Vovk, 2017, p. 868).

On the contrary, O.M. Nosdrin argues
that the very fact of the existence of coinci-
dence in social processes as absolute non-con-
ditionality, and therefore the unpredictability
of the development of a particular process,
requires solid proof. So far, there is no convinc-
ing evidence for this in science, but the facts
confirming the relativity of the concept
of “coincidences”, on the contrary, take place.
Those phenomena, relationships, processes,
which science for any reason cannot explain,
bring them under the regularity are often
recognised as coincidental. In fact, the entire
history of science is a constant movement by
explaining various kinds of “coincidences”
(Nozdrin, 2013, p. 9).

AccordingtoN.M. Krestovskaand L.H. Mat-
vieieva, coincidences are also possible in State
and legal processes, as well as in public life in
general. Coincidence is an event, the main cause
thereof cannot be established by the means
of modern science, because it is caused by a mul-
titude of insignificant and short-term causes.
In jurisprudence, coincidence is understood
as an unpredictable and atypical confluence
of circumstances between the State and law,
which occurs with little probability and is not

conditioned by the essence of law. It is neces-
sary to consider coincidences because the State
and law as social phenomena and human crea-
tions are not free from the elements of chaos.
In this sense, the State and law theory, like all
other social sciences, is a science that is more
lawful than regular. True, in most cases, coinci-
dences are studied by not so much the theory
as the history of State and law (Krestovska, &
Matvieieva, 2015, p. 20).

4. Conclusion

Therefore, the above analysis enables to
assert that the State and law theory, as any sci-
ence, has its own subject-matter. Specifically,
the subject-matter describes the autonomy
of science, its special characteristics, and its
place in the field of the scientific knowledge
of reality. At the same time, the subject-matter
of the State and law theory is made virtually by
the entire system of legal sciences. This is due
to the fact that sectoral and other legal sciences
study only certain fields, aspects of the State
and law or the history of the State and legal life
and cannot give a holistic and complete picture
of the State and legal organisation of society.
Given that the subject-matter of any science is
the basis for understanding its essence, specific-
ity and purpose, its clear definition should be
one of the main tasks that a particular science
should perform. The subject-matter of the State
and law theory is a constantly refined dynamic
category.

The subject-matter of State and law is for-
mulated as the comprehension of a complex
object, that is, the State and law. Traditionally
the content of the subject-matter is considered
as the regularities of the advent, development
and functioning of the State and law. How-
ever, the development of the State and law
is affected not only by regularities but also
by coincidences, due to which the formation
and development of individual legal systems
and State entities can be specified. Therefore,
the subject-matter of the State and law theory
should be considered not only as the compre-
hension of regularities, but also coincidences
of the advent, development and functioning
of the State and law, their role in various civ-
ilisations and cultures. The State and legal
coincidence is a random, unlikely connection
of State and legal phenomena and processes,
not caused by State and legal regularities
and does not reflect their essence. At the same
time, the regularity in any case does not have
full authority over the State and legal phenom-
ena and processes. It does not fully form them
with all the nuances and specificities, because
in the State and legal field, the coincidence
is of importance, which is a paired category
regarding the regularity. Usually due to their
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interaction, the regularity forms common fea-
tures, the basis and essence of a certain State
and legal phenomenon and process, while spe-
cific and special, unique features form coinci-
dence.

In any event, the need for fundamental
changes in approaches to the scope of sub-
ject-matter of the State and law are understood
has not yet come to light. In this regard, to

date not only the subject-matter of this science
and the relevant subject, but even its designation
is not agreed. Meanwhile, it is crucial to rethink
the subject-matter and structure of the State
and law theory due to not only internal but also
external factors, the most important of which
is development of inter-State integration pro-
cesses in the field of science and education is
of crucial importance among them.
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BUMMATKOBOCTI SIK CKJIAJIOBUI EJIEMEHT
ITPEAMETA TEOPII JEPKABU I ITIPABA

Anortamnis. Mera. MeTolo CTaTTi € XapaKTePUCTHKA BUTIA[KOBOCTI SIK CKJIAIOBOTO eJIeMEHTa ITPeIMeTa
Teopii fiep:kaBy i mpaBa. Pe3yabraT. Y cTaTTi aBTOp AOCITIKYE BUMAKOBOCTI K CKIAMOBUN €T€MEHT
mpeaMeTa Teopil epskaBu i mpaBa. [IpoaHasizoBaHo Ta y3araJabHEHO HAasABHI B IOPUINYHI JiTepaTypi miji-
IIEHHS 3 HeOOXIAHICTIO Ta 3aKOHOMIpHiCTIO. OXapaKkTepU30BaHO MPUPOALY AEPKABHO-TIPABOBKMX BUIIALKO-
BOCTel sIK BasKJIMBOTO KOMIIOHEHTA IIpe/iMeTa 3arajbHol Teopii iep:kaBH 1 ITpaBa. BcTaHoBIIEHO, 1110 Teopis
JIepKaBy Ta 1PaBa, K i KOKHA HayKa, Ma€ CBIiil [Tpe/MeT, a/pke caMe OCTaHHIl BU3HAUa€ CaMOCTIiHHICTD
HaykH, ii crierudivni BracTHBOCTI Ta Mictie y cdepi HaykoBoro misHauHs ailicHocti. BogHovac mpeaver
TEopii Jlep;KaBu Ta 1PaBa CTBOPIOETHCS (DaKTHYHO BCI€EID CUCTEMOIO I0pPUANYHUX HayK. [Ipeamer Teopii
JiepkaBy i paBa GOPMYIIOETHCS K OCATHEHHsI CKJIAIHOTO 00'€KTa, IKUM € JiepskaBa Ta npaso. Crano
BIKe TPAAUIIIHUM 3MiCTOM TIpeIMeTa PO3TJIS/IAaTH 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI BUHUKHEHH:, PO3BUTKY Ta (QYHKITO-
HYBaHHJ Jlep:kaBU Ta I1paBa. Pa3oM i3 TUM y pO3BUTKY JlepsKaBH i IipaBa BArOMY POJIb Bi/IIrpaloTh He JIUIIe
3aKOHOMIPHOCTI, a I BUTIQ[KOBOCTI, KPi3b MPU3MY SIKMX YaCTO TiJIbKHU i MOKJIUBO MPOHUKHYTH y CIEIH-
(biKy CTaHOBJIEHHS | PO3BUTKY OKPEMUX IIPABOBUX CUCTEM i JiepKaBHUX YTBOpeHb., BucHoBku. OOrpyH-
TOBAHO, 110 TIPEIMETOM TeOPii JIep>KaBy 1 TpaBa CJIiJl PO3TJISAAATH OCATHEHHS He JIUIe 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH,
a Il BUTIQ[KOBOCTEY BUHUKHEHHST, PO3BUTKY Ta (DYHKI[IOHYBAHHS JIeP:KaBH i IPaBa, iX poJii B Pi3HUX IUBi-
Ji3amigax i Kyastypax. /lep:kaBHO-TIpaBoBa BHUINAAKOBICTh — Il€ BHUIAAKOBHI, MAJONMOBIpDHHUI 3B’S30K
JIepsKaBHO-TIPABOBUX SBUII[ 1 MIPOIIECIB, 1O HE 3yMOBJIEHUH JIeP:KaBHO-TIPABOBUMU 3aKOHOMiPHOCTSMU
Ta He BifoOpaxae ix CyTHIiCTb. Y Oyab-sIKOMY pasi yCBizoMIeHHs He0OXiAHOCTI KOPIHHUX 3MiH Y MiaXo#ax
JI0 PO3YMIHHS MTPEAMETHOTO OIS Teopii /iepskaBy 1 TpaBa Ie He HAacTaso. Y 3B’SI3Ky i3 1M Hapasi Bia-
CYTHS €IHICTD MOTJIS/IIB He JIMIIe CTOCOBHO TIpeIMeTa Ii€i HayKu i BiIMOBITHOT HABYAJIBbHOI TUCITUILIIHH,
a i1 HaBiTh 1Mo/10 ii Ha3su. TUM YacoM HarajbHa OTpeba B IEPEOCMUCIIEHH] IpeaMeTa i CTPYKTYPH Teopii
JlepsKaBH 1 TTpaBa BCe BiUYTHille 3yMOBJIOETHCS He JIUIIe BHYTPIIIHIMY, a I 30BHIMIHIMA YNHHUKAMT,
BUpINIATbHE 3HAYEHHS cepe]l TKUX HANTEKUTh PO3BUTKY MijKIePKaBHUX iHTerpalliitHuX TpoiieciB y chepi
HaYKH Ta OCBITH.

KuiouoBi cioBa: Teopis iepskaBu i paBa, IPeMET Teopii Iep:KaBy i 1PaBa, 3aKOHOMIPHICTb, BUIIA/I-
KOBICTb, /IepKaBHO-IIPaBOBA 3aKOHOMIPHICTb, IePKaBHO-TIPAaBOBA BUINA/IKOBICTb.
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