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ABTOp NOKa3bIBAET, YTO A0MYCTUMOE MPUMEHEHNE CEMEIHOMO 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA MO aHANorMI Ans BOCTIONHEHWS ero Npo6enos He
JOJIXHO MOZIMEHSTb NPSIMOE [IEACTBUE CEMEITHO-NPABOBbIX HOPM, OCHOBAHHOE Ha X CUCTEMHOM TONKOBAHMM.
KntoyeBbie cnoBa: aHanorus 3akoHa, NpaBoBoit Npo6es, cemeiiHble OTHOLIEHMS, NpaBa YCbIHOBUTENEN, NPaBOBbIE OrpaHNyYeHUs.
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The author argues that the permissible application of family law by analogy to fill its gaps should not replace the direct effect of family

law, based on their systemic interpretation.
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