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JlaHHast CTaThsl COAEPIKUT MOTBITKY TEOPETUKO-(DUIOCOPCKOTO MTePeOCMBICIIEHUST 1 HOBOTO OMTUCAHMSI
HEKOTOPBIX KATeTOPUi IOPUANIECKON HAYKU B UX OTHOIICHUH K TUITUYHOU TIPAKTUKE TIPABOBOTO PETyIv-
POBaHUS COBpeMeHHBIX 0011ecTB. ComepkaHre KOHCTPYKIIMK «METOJI TPABOBOTO PEryTMPOBAHUSI» paccMa-
TPUBAETCS C TOYKH 3PEHUsI BO3MOKHOCTH KOHILIENTYaTU3alUK aKTYaTbHOTO COLUATBHO-TIPABOBOTO OIIbITA
B KaTerOpHsIX COBPEMEHHOI IOPUINIECKOI TOKTPUHBI M HAYIHOI aHaTMTUKKA. OOOCHOBBIBACTCS 1IETIECO-
00pa3HOCTh PA3TMYEHUsI ABYX 3HAYSHUN TOHSITHUS «METO/ [TPABOBOTO PETYIMPOBAHMUST»: COLIOIOTNIECKO-
ro (CouMOoJIOrO-TIPaBOBOr0) U TEXHUKO-IOPUAMYECKOTO (I0rMaTUKO-MpaBoBoro). [Ipeanaraercs KOHTEK-
CTyaJIbHO Pa3inyaTh MPABOBOW METOJ PETyJIMPOBAHUSI KaK OOOOIIEHHYIO [UIsl BCEX MPABOBBIX OTPACIeil 1
WHCTUTYTOB XapaKTePUCTUKY PETyISITUBHOTO BO3ICICTBYS MpaBa Ha O0IECTBEHHbIE OTHOIIEHUST X METOIbI
MPABOBOTO PETYJIMPOBAHMsI KAK KOHKPETHBIE I0PUANYECKIe TeXHOJIOrnu — crietduiaeckue Hopmbl ycTa-
HOBJICHUSI U pealu3alliy PaB, 00sI3aHHOCTEI 1 3aIIPeTOB, NCXO/sl N3 KOHKPETHBIX LieJIeil 1 0COOeHHOCTe
PETYJISITUBHBIX CUTYALUi U chep OTHOIICHHIA.

KiroueBbie ciioBa: mpaBoBoe peryimpoBaHie, METO/ PABOBOTO PETyINPOBaHUsI, TeOpUs TIpasa, Tpa-
BOBBIE TEXHOJIOTHHU, TIPABOBbIE KATETOPHM.
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This article contains an attempt at a theoretical and philosophical rethinking and a new description
of some categories of legal science in their relation to the typical practice of legal regulation of modern
societies. The content of the construction ‘method of legal regulation’ is considered from the point of
view of the possibility of conceptualizing the current socio-legal experience in the categories of modern
legal doctrine and scientific analytics. The expediency of distinguishing the two meanings of the concept
‘method of legal regulation’ is justified: sociological (socio-legal) and technical-legal (dogmatic-
legal). It is proposed to contextually distinguish the legal method of regulation as a generalized for all
legal branches and institutions characteristic of the regulatory impact of the law on social relations
and methods of legal regulation as specific legal technologies — specific forms of establishing and
implementing rights, obligations and prohibitions, based on specific goals and features of regulatory
situations and spheres of relations.
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