3/2024
THEORY OF STATE AND LAW

UDC 342.1
DOIT https://doi.org/10.32849,/2663-5313/2024.3.13

Olesia Borodaiko,

External Postgraduate Student at the Department of Law and Public Administration, King
Danylo University, 35, Ye. Konovaltsia Street, Ivano-Frankivsk, Ukraine, postal code 76018,
olesia.r.borodaiko@ukd.edu.ua

ORCID: orcid.org/0009-0004-3961-9449

Borodaiko, Olesia (2024). Legal education as a response to the transformation
of social orientations: challenges of globalization. Entrepreneurship, Economy and Law, 3, 74-79,
doi https://doi.org/10.32849,/2663-5313,/2024.3.13

LEGAL EDUCATION AS A RESPONSE TO THE
TRANSFORMATION OF SOCIAL ORIENTATIONS:
CHALLENGES OF GLOBALIZATION

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of this article is to carry out a comprehensive theoretical and legal
analysis of legal education as a key mechanism for adapting individuals and society to the transformation
of social orientations in the context of globalization. The study aims to clarify the essence, objectives,
and functions of legal education, to determine its potential in preserving democratic legal consciousness,
in fostering civic responsibility, as well as to substantiate strategic approaches to improving legal policy in
the sphere of cultivating legal culture in the era of digital transformations and global challenges. Results.
The conducted research confirmed that legal education is a key mechanism for shaping the legal identity
of an individual, especially in conditions of shifting global value orientations and the transformation
of the social environment. It was established that legal education is not limited merely to the transmission
oflegal knowledge but forms the foundations of legal culture, critical thinking, a sense of social responsibility,
and the capacity for conscious compliance with the rule of law. Considering the influence of globalization,
legal education is viewed as an important instrument for strengthening legal subjectivity in the age
of digital uncertainty and informational distortions. It was determined that contemporary forms of legal
education should encompass both institutional (educational, governmental, civic) channels and informal
ones — in particular, social campaigns, legal volunteering initiatives, and digital legal enlightenment. It
was also established that the digital environment itself creates both new opportunities (accessibility,
innovativeness, interactivity) and challenges (risk of manipulation, legal populism, informational
disorientation). In this context, special importance is attached to the development of a coherent legal
policy in the sphere of education, oriented towards democratic values, the rule of law, and respect for
human dignity. Conclusions. It is concluded that in the context of globalization, legal education emerges
as a key instrument for adapting society to new value and legal challenges. The transformation of social
orientations, digital hybridization of the information space, and the growing influence of transnational
ideologies necessitate the strengthening of legal culture as the foundation of democratic legal order. In
this regard, legal education performs not only an informational but also a worldview function — shaping
critical thinking, the ability to legally assess social phenomena, and a stable sense of legal responsibility.
The findings demonstrate that legal education must be institutionalized at the level of state policy through
the development of a national strategy, integration at all levels of education, advancement of informal
channels of legal enlightenment, and the use of digital technologies. Such an approach will not only raise
legal awareness but also prevent legal nihilism, legal disorientation, and cultural relativism.

Key words: legal education; legal culture; globalization; social orientations; legal awareness; legal
nihilism; democratic identity; informational influence; civic responsibility; digital legal enlightenment.

1. Introduction

Under the influence of informational over-
saturation, digital mobility, hybrid threats,
and cultural fragmentation, traditional legal
norms are being devalued, legal nihilism is
growing, and a superficial attitude towards
the law is being formed, viewing it as a merely
technical or repressive instrument. In such
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circumstances, legal education loses its exclu-
sively educational function and transforms
into a strategic instrument for fostering civic
responsibility, maintaining democratic identity,
and strengthening the legitimacy of legal order.
Within the system of education, public author-
ities, and civic institutions, there is a clear need
for updating approaches to legal education,
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taking into account new challenges, including
the digital age, the strengthening of individ-
ualism, and the increasing influence of uncon-
trolled information flows.

Thus, a scientific problem arises: how can
legal education be rethought and modernized as
an effective tool for adapting the individual to
the transformed social reality, particularly through
the formation of legal culture, immunity against
manipulation, and active civic engagement under
conditions of democratic governance?

Contemporary research emphasizes
the importance of legal education as a mecha-
nism for affirming the rule of law, non-discrim-
ination, human rights, and social justice. At
the same time, there exists a certain fragmen-
tation in covering the dynamics of changes in
social orientations under the influence of glo-
balization and digital transformation, which
directly affect the effectiveness of traditional
forms of legal education. Some scholarly
approaches highlight the need for renewing
legal policy in the field of legal enlightenment,
taking into account the challenges of the infor-
mation era, in particular, the spread of legal
nihilism, ethical relativization, and the decline
in legal awareness.

Despite the considerable scope of research,
the issue of adapting the system of legal edu-
cation to new global realities remains unre-
solved. There is a lack of comprehensive analy-
sis of the role of legal education as a response to
the transformation of value orientations in soci-
ety, as well as effective models for integrating
legal knowledge, skills, and values into the for-
mation of a new generation of legally conscious
citizens. These very aspects require in-depth
theoretical and legal examination.

2. Legal Education in Legal Scholarship

In contemporary legal discourse, legal edu-
cation is presented as an integral component
of the overall socialization of the individual,
aimed at shaping an internal attitude towards
law, an awareness of its value, and the necessity
of observing legal norms. In the Western legal
tradition, this phenomenon is often interpreted
through the prism of legal consciousness or
the legal culture of civil society, which under-
scores its crucial role in ensuring the stability
of the legal order.

In legal scholarship, legal education is
defined as a process of purposeful influence on
the consciousness of the individual with the aim
of fostering lawful behavior, increasing legal
competence, and cultivating respect for law as
asocial regulator. In democratic states, this pro-
cess has a dual orientation: on the one hand, it is
directed at the individual (the subject), and on
the other, at reproducing legal values within
society as a whole.

Functionally, legal education performs
a number of tasks: informing about rights
and obligations, fostering skills of lawful behav-
ior, cultivating legal responsibility, as well as
ensuring a critical attitude toward legislation
from the standpoint of human rights. In this
context, legal education is an instrument for
forming not merely a disciplined law-abiding
citizen, but an active subject of legal relations
capable of interacting with the state on the basis
of responsibility, participation, and partnership
(Murashyn, 2019).

It is important to emphasize the close inter-
connection between legal culture and legal edu-
cation. Legal culture is not an automatic result
of education — it is formed through the sys-
tematic influence of social, legal, and educa-
tional environments. Legal education serves
as a dynamic mechanism for reproducing legal
culture in new generations, functioning as
an instrument of its transmission, adaptation,
and actualization under conditions of chang-
ing social context (Tyshchenko, 2022). In view
of this, legal education should be regarded not
as an auxiliary but as a fundamental element
of state policy in the sphere of consolidating
the rule-of-law state and sustaining democratic
social order.

Modern society is undergoing profound
transformational processes conditioned by
globalization factors, which affect not only
the economy and politics but also significantly
reshape social attitudes, moral priorities,
and the legal consciousness of the individual.
Legal scholarship increasingly notes that glo-
balization produces new models of identity,
creates alternative sources of norm-making (in
particular, algorithmic, corporate, and inter-
national), and blurs the traditional boundaries
between national and transnational legal sys-
tems (Delmas-Marty, 2009).

One of the key consequences of globaliza-
tion is the reduction of stability in normative
orientations, which contributes to growing
legal disorientation. The individual often fails
to adapt to the dynamics of change, leading to
the fragmentation of legal consciousness: legal
norms lose their ethical authority, giving way
to instrumental or situational assessments. This
results in a situation in which law is perceived
not as a value, but as a tool easily replaced by
social practices or technological algorithms.

The transformation of social orientations is
especially evident in processes of ethical deval-
uation and normative relativism. Contempo-
rary culture, oriented toward individualism,
consumerism, and technological rationality,
increasingly sidelines the traditional humanis-
tic foundations of the legal system. This creates
risks of reinforcing legal nihilism, particularly
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among young people, who often interpret law
not as an instrument of justice but as a restric-
tion on freedom (European Commission. Edu-
cation and Training Monitor 2023).

Under such circumstances, the role
of legal education becomes critically impor-
tant as a compensatory mechanism capable
of cultivating critical thinking, ethical resil-
ience, and the ability to make responsible
choices in a context of value pluralism. Legal
education must be transformed from an inform-
ative tool into an integrative process that unites
law, morality, and social interests into a coher-
ent system, able to withstand global challenges
and strengthen the legal identity of the individ-
ual in a transformed social reality.

In an era of global instability, informational
oversaturation, and value fragmentation, legal
education acquires a qualitatively new role — it
performs not only an educational or formative
function but also becomes an adaptive mech-
anism ensuring the legal resilience of society.
Current research in the field of legal policy
convincingly demonstrates that legal education
can become an institutional response to civiliza-
tional challenges such as legal nihilism, hybrid
threats, and the erosion of identity caused by
informational influence (Barabash, 2012).

In conditions of value instability, legal edu-
cation performs an adaptive function, ensuring
the formation of fundamental perceptions of law
not as a formalized norm but as an instrument
of social balance, responsibility, and partici-
pation. It is precisely through legal education
and training that the restoration of trust in
state institutions and the embedding of demo-
cratic practices in the daily behavior of citizens
become possible.

One of the key vectors of legal education
in contemporary conditions is the preservation
of democratic identity. This concerns not only
knowledge of the content of rights and freedoms
but also the development of legal thinking,
ethical reflection, and a critical stance toward
manipulative information. In a globalized world
dominated by transnational flows of informa-
tion, capital, and norms, legal culture emerges
as the foundation of national resilience that
resists assimilation, informational engineering,
and cultural erosion (Boiko, 2021).

The formation of responsible citizen-
ship is an equally important component. In
an era of hybrid threats — both military-polit-
ical and informational-cultural — legal educa-
tion must extend beyond the academic sphere
and encompass all levels of social interaction.
This entails building social immunity to disin-
formation, manipulation, and normative deval-
uation through the consistent engagement
of citizens in legal dialogue, participation in
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shaping public policy, and practices of mutual
accountability between the state and society.

Thus, in a globalized society, legal education
is not only a pedagogical task but also a com-
ponent of the strategic security of a democratic
state seeking to preserve its value autonomy,
legal stability, and social solidarity (Global Cit-
izenship Education: Topics and Learning Objec-
tives, 2015).

Legal education is no longer exclusively
the prerogative of educational institutions
or state authorities — it is transforming into
a cross-sectoral practice implemented in various
social environments, often beyond the frame-
work of classical formalized instruction.

Institutional mechanisms of legal educa-
tion today include the system of formal legal
education, legal awareness programs in schools,
the activities of justice bodies, local self-gov-
ernment authorities, ombudsman institutions,
and civil society organizations. In democratic
legal systems (particularly in EU member
states, Canada, and Japan), increasing attention
is paid to the integration of legal knowledge
into general educational standards, the crea-
tion of national strategies for legal education,
and the development of public legal aid hubs
(Koziubra, 2010). Such strategies recognize
the cultivation of a legally conscious citizen as
an integral part of social stability and the rule
of law.

Digital technologies are fundamentally
transforming the methods of legal education.
E-learning platforms, legal consulting ser-
vices, social networks, podcasts, and interac-
tive mobile applications are increasingly used
as channels for disseminating legal knowledge.
As G. Shaffer notes, the digitalization of legal
learning opens the way to the personalization
of legal knowledge while simultaneously high-
lighting the need for critical media and legal
literacy. However, risks must also be taken into
account: informational oversaturation, frag-
mented knowledge, and the threat of superficial
understanding of complex legal concepts.

Informal legal enlightenment also holds
significant weight, encompassing volunteer ini-
tiatives, school legal clubs, public campaigns
raising awareness of human rights, electoral
processes, and anti-discrimination measures
(Fletcher, 2020). These forms are flexible, tai-
lored to specific audiences, and capable of creat-
ing spaces of trust and dialogue. They also per-
form a function of social mediation by bridging
the gap between formal law and the everyday
practice of its application.

Therefore, modern legal education is
a comprehensive system based on institutional
cooperation, digital tools, and informal prac-
tices, capable not only of disseminating knowl-
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edge but also of shaping a responsible, active,
and legally conscious individual. Its effective-
ness is determined not by the number of infor-
mational campaigns but by the quality of val-
ue-based assimilation of the principles of law
within the context of modern democratic com-
munity life (Global Citizenship Education: Topics
and Learning Objectives, 2015).

3.Problems of Legal Education at the Pres-
ent Stage of State Development

The current state of legal education reveals
a number of problems that systematically limit
itseffectiveness and social impact. First and fore-
most, it is necessary to highlight the insuffi-
ciency of regulatory support in this field, which
is manifested both in the vagueness of concep-
tual foundations and in the absence of clear
legislative regulation of the mechanisms of legal
education. In most states, including Ukraine,
the regulatory framework that defines the sta-
tus, functions, instruments, and actors of legal
education remains fragmented and declarative.
As B. Cotterrell emphasizes, the legal effective-
ness of normative mechanisms directly depends
on their capacity to be embedded in the institu-
tional and cultural fabric of society — something
that is often lacking in the sphere of legal educa-
tion (Cotterrell, 2005).

Another significant problem is the fragmen-
tation of state policy in this domain. The lack
of long-term strategies, the low level of inter-
agency coordination, and the absence of indi-
cators for evaluating the effectiveness of legal
enlightenment programs result in the dispersion
of efforts and the failure to achieve a systemic
effect. Initiatives in the field of legal education,
as a rule, remain situational, non-institutional-
ized, and dependent on political conjuncture or
international donor support (Barabash, 2012).
This contradicts the principle of consistency in
legal policy, which is fundamental for the sus-
tainable formation of legal culture.

A further challenge is the contradiction
between global trends in legal development —
such as the universalization of human rights,
digitalization of education, and the strength-
ening of citizen participation in law-making —
and local social practices, which sometimes pre-
serve archaic or paternalistic conceptions
of the role of law. As a result, legal education
encounters perceptual barriers, where dem-
ocratic values, the rule of law, and individual
freedoms remain alienated from the daily expe-
rience of broad strata of the population (Tama-
naha, 2001).

Effective legal education in conditions
of dynamic social transformation requires not
fragmentary initiatives but a holistic, strate-
gically oriented state policy. Above all, there
is an urgent need to develop a national strat-

egy for legal education that would define
objectives, principles, performance indicators,
and mechanisms of cross-sectoral coordina-
tion (Pavlicek, 2018). Such a strategy should
be based on constitutional values, European
human rights standards, and the principles
of sustainable democratic development. Only
a rationally structured society, grounded in
legal communication, is capable of sustaining
long-term democratic stability — and legal
education is precisely the instrument for shap-
ing this type of societal discourse (Rudenko,
2020).

The next step must be the integration
of legal education into all levels of formal edu-
cation. This concerns not only the teaching
of the fundamentals of law in schools or legal
disciplines at universities but also the con-
sistent development of legal thinking and val-
ue-based attitudes toward law as an instrument
for the protection of freedom, justice, and social
responsibility. This approach requires insti-
tutional cooperation between the Ministry
of Education, civil society, and professional legal
institutions (Kolodii, 2015). The correspond-
ing reform of educational programs should be
grounded in an interdisciplinary approach that
combines legal, ethical, civic, and digital com-
petences.

A key precondition for the implementa-
tion of a systemic approach is the develop-
ment of the institutional capacity of public
authorities, educational institutions, civil soci-
ety organizations, and the media. This entails
the establishment of specialized structures,
the improvement of staff qualifications, the elab-
oration of modern methodological materials,
and the launch of innovative digital platforms
for legal enlightenment. According to M. Ros-
enfeld, the effectiveness of legal education is
determined not only by its content but also
by the institutional environment within which
the legal socialization of the citizen takes place
(Rosenfeld, 2009).

In this context, legal education must move
from the periphery of legal policy to its core,
being recognized as a key element in support-
ing the rule of law, constitutional patriot-
ism, and the legitimacy of public authority in
the conditions of global challenges and value
turbulence.

4. Conclusions

Legal education in the context of glo-
balization emerges as a key instrument for
adapting society to new value-based
and legal challenges. The transformation
of social orientations, the digital hybridiza-
tion of the information space, and the growing
influence of transnational ideologies neces-
sitate the strengthening of legal culture as
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the foundation of democratic legal order. In
this regard, legal education performs not only
an informational but also a worldview func-
tion — shaping critical thinking, the ability to
legally assess social phenomena, and a stable
sense of legal responsibility.

The findings of the study demonstrate
that legal education must be institutionalized
at the level of state policy through the develop-
ment of a national strategy, its integration into
all levels of education, the promotion of infor-
mal channels of legal enlightenment, and the use
of digital technologies. Such an approach will
not only enhance legal awareness but also pre-
vent legal nihilism, legal disorientation, and cul-
tural relativism.
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ITPABOBE BUXOBAHH? AK BIAIIOBI/Ib HA 3MIHY )
COHIAJIbHUX OPIEHTUPIB: BUKJIMKU INTOBAJII3AIIII

Anoraiisi. Mema cratTi noJisirae y 3/iilicCHeHHI KOMILIEKCHOTO TEOPETHKO-IIPABOBOIO aHAII3Y TPaBO-
BOTO BUXOBAHHS SK KJIOYOBOTO MeXaHi3My ajanTailii iHANBia 1 CyCiIbCTBA /10 3MiH COTIATbHUX Opi-
€HTUPIB B yMOBax riobanizarii. Jloc/ikeH s ClipsMOBaHe Ha 3'ICYBaHHS CYyTHOCTI, Iijiell Ta GyHKiii
[PaBOBOTO BIUXOBAHHS, BCTAHOBJIEHHS HOTO TIOTEHIiATy ¥ 36epesKeHHi IeMOKPATUYHOI PABOCBIZOMOCTI,
(hopMyBaHHI IPOMa/ITHCHKOI BIATIOBIIAIBHOCTI, @ TAKOK OOIPYHTYBaHHS CTPATEriyHUX MIAXOAIB 10 BIO-
CKOHAJIEHHS IIPABOBOI MOJIITUKY Y cdepi BUXOBAHHS MTPABOBOI KyJIBTYPHU B €lOXY IM(GpoBUX TpaHchHOop-
Malliil i rI06aIbHIX BUKINKIB. Pe3yavmamu. 11poseiene J0CTiIKeH s TATBEP/NIIO, 10 TPABOBE BUXO-
BaHHS € KJIOUOBUM MeXaHi3MOM (hOpMyBaHHsI [IPABOBOI I/[EHTHMYHOCTI 0cOOH, 0OCOOIMBO B YMOBaX 3MiHH
rJ100aJIbHUX [[IHHICHUX OPIEHTUPIB 1 TpaHc(OpMAILl COLIaIbHOTO MTPOCTOPY. YCTAHOBJIEHO, IO IIPABOBE
BIXOBAHHSI He 0OMEKYETBCSI CyTO Tepeiadeio IOPHANYHIX 3HAHb, & (DOPMYE 3acajiil IPABOBOI KyJIBTYPH,
KPUTUIHE MUCJEHHS, TOUYTTS BiJINOBIAIBHOCTI TIepesl CYCTiTbCTBOM Ta 3AaTHICT /10 CBiJOMOTO JIOTPH-
MaHHsI HOPM IIpaBa. 3 OIJIsily Ha BIUIMB 100ai3allil, IPaBOBE BUXOBAHHS PO3IJISANAETHCS SIK BAKJINBUIL
THCTPYMEHT YKPIIICHHST MPaBOBOI Cy(’€KTHOCTI B 10Xy 1i(POBOI HEBM3HAYEHOCTI Ta iHMOPMAIiTHIX
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BUKPUBJIEHD. 3'ICOBAHO, MO CyYacHi ()OPMU MPABOBOTO BUXOBAHHS TTOBUHHI OXOILIIOBATH SIK iHCTUTY-
1iitHi (OCBITHI, IepKaBHI, TPOMAJICHKi) KaHAJIH, Tak i HehopMasbHi 30KpeMa colliaibHi KaMIaHii, TpaBo-
Bi BOJIOHTEPCHKI iHiliaTnBH, 1M(POBE MPOCBITHUITBO. BeTaHOBICHO, M0 came 1udpoBe cepepoBuiie
CTBOPIOE SIK HOBi MOKJIMBOCTI (ZIOCTYIHICTh, iIHHOBAIIITHICTD, IHTEPAKTUBHICTH), TaK i BUKJIUKU (PU3UK
MaHinyisiuiii, npasoBuii nomysism, iHpopMaiiiiHa gesopieHraitis). ¥ 1boMy KOHTEKCTI 0COOIMBOI Bark
HaOyBa€ CTBOPEHHsI y3rOJUKEHOI IIPABOBOI MOMITHKU Yy chepl BUXOBaHHsI, 110 OPIEHTOBAHA HA JIEMOKpPa-
THYHI [[IHHOCTI, BEPXOBEHCTBO TPaBa Ta ToBary /0 JIOAChKOI rifiHocTi. Bucnosku. 3pobiieHo BUCHOBOK,
1[0 [[PABOBE BUXOBAHHS B YMOBax rJio0asisanii 1ocTae Sk KIIOUOBUH IHCTPYMEHT ajantaliii CyCcrijibeTsa
JI0 HOBUX I[IHHICHUX 1 IPABOBUX BUKJIMKIB. 3MiHa COIiaIbHUX OPiEHTUPIB, 1 poBa ribpuausairist indop-
MaIliifHOTO TIPOCTOPY, 3POCTAHHS BIJIMBY TPAHCHAI[IOHAJBHUX 1€00TeM 3yMOBJIOIOTH HEOOXiMHICTH
MOCUJIEHHST TIPABOBOI KYJBTYPH SIK (DYHIAMEHTY JE€MOKPATHYHOTO MPABOMOPS/KY. Y 1IbOMY KOHTEKCTI
[IPaBOBE BUXOBAHHSI BUKOHYE He Jiuiie iHhopMalliiiny, a it CBITOrstHy (GyHKIII0 (GOPMY€E KPUTUUHE MUC-
JIEHHST, 3/IATHICTD JI0 TPABOBOI OIIHKU COIATbHUX SBUIIL i CTilKe BiUYTTs MPABOBOI BiMOBiAATBHOCTI.
PesyJibraT I0CHIIKEHHST 3aCBIIUYIOTb, 10 TIPABOBE BUXOBaHHs Mae OyTH IHCTUTYIIOHAII30BaHe Ha PiBHI
JIepsKaBHOI MOJIITUKY Y€pe3 CTBOPEHHS HAIlIOHAJIbHOI CTPATeTii, iIHTerpallito B yci PiBHI OCBITH, PO3BUTOK
HeOpMaATPHUX KaHAIB TIPABOBOTO MPOCBITHUIITBA Ta 3aIy4eHHs IUPPOBUX TeXHOIOTiil. Takuii mijxi
JI03BOJIMTh He JIMIIIE MiZABMIUTH IIPABOCBIIOMICTb, a If 3a1106iraTi IpaBoBOMY HIrijIi3My, IPaBOBiii 1e30pi-
€HTAllil Ta KyJIbTYPHOMY PeJIITUBI3MY.
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The article was submitted 13.11.2024

The article was revised 04.12.2024
The article was accepted 24.12.2024

79



