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OHTONOrHSl NPAaBOTBOPUYCCTBA KaK IOPUANUYECCKAN HAYKa

PymsaHueB M.B.*

Lens. B pabote npeactaBnieH kpatkuii 0630p OHTONOMMM PaBOTBOPYECTBA, PACCMAaTPUBAEMOro Kak HoBasl
ropuanyeckas Hayka. OHTO0r1sl MPaBOTBOPHECTBA — 3TO B CBETE (PUI0COpMM NpaBa yHUBepcasbHas kapTnHa 06-
11|€CTBEHHbIX OTHOLLIEHWI, MOANexXalLmX MPaBoBOMY PeryampoBaHuio. [peacTasieHbl OCHOBHbIE NPU3HaKYM Hayy-
HOro 3HaHus.

Metogonorus: pabota nocTpoeHa Ha pasyMHOM COYeTaHUy 06LLEeHayYHOro AnaiekTM4eckoro MeToa c rpa-
BOBbIM [MO3UTUBM3MOM U I0C-HaTypamamMoM. [1paBoBbie SBAeHNs 1 0OLLECTBEHHbIE CBA3U, a Takxe B3auMoLaeli-
CTBME rocyAapCTBEHHO-MPABOBbIX U HAY4YHbIX KATErOPUI PACCMOTPEHbI B ANANEKTUHECKUM eanHCTBE. OHTONI0rS
Y TEeopust M03HaHWs NMPaBOTBOPHECTBA Kak HOBOW Hayku 6a3upyloTCst B NePBYIO OHEPEb Ha MPaBOBOM 03UTUBN3-
Me. B paboTe NpuMeHsIoTCS Hay4YHbIe MEeTObl aHaaN3a y CUHTE3a, HAYKLUAN U eAyKLN.

BbiBogbl. Kak Hay4Hoe 060CHOBaHME NPaBOTBOPHYECKOro 3HaHWS B LIEJIOM, OHTOJI0MMS 0/IXHa 6a31MpoBaTsCs Ha
006beaVHEeHU I0PYANHECKOro No3UTMBM3Ma 1 MaTepramama. OHTOIOMMS MPaBoTBOPYECTBA ByAET BCe BPeMs pas-
BWBAaTbCS B ANANIEKTUYECKMX paMKax BCEOOLLEro y KOHKPeTHoro. lo3HaHme npaBoBol AeiicTBUTE/IbHOCTY BCeraa
ZOJIKHO MATY M0 MyTy aHaam3a IPYANYECKN 3HAYMMBbIX (T.€. BAEKYLUMX AEACTBUS MHANBYAA MO BO3HUKHOBEHWIO, 13-
MEHEHMIO IV MPEKPALLIEHWIO MPaBOOTHOLLIEHWI) MOTUBOB CyObEKTa MPaBOOTHOLLEHWUI 1 CBS3aHHbIX C HUMMW Ael-
CTBUII Kak BOJIEBbIX aKTOB. [1paBOTBOPYECTBO HEOOXOAMMO BblAE/NTE B OTAEJbHYIO OTPAC/b OPULANYECKOI HAYKU.

HayyHasi n npakTuyeckas 3Ha4uMoCTb. 115 Hay4HOro MO3HaHUs OTKPbITbI HOBbIE MHCTPYMEHTbI, KOTOPbIE
MOryT CIYXUTb AJ151 MOMNOJIHEHWNS] 3HaHWI O NMPUPOAE roCyAapCTBEHHO-MPABOBbLIX SBJEHUI, XapakTepe B3auMo-
ZAeyicTBus BOJIM OTAE/IbHOr0 MHAWBYAA M TPABOBOI0 aKTa Kak Bblpa3uTesisl BOJIM KOHKPETHO-MCTOPUYECKOro obLue-
CTBa, 3aKPENIEHHOM B 3aKOHE Kak npaBoTBOPYECKOM PeLIeHUM. Pe3ynbTaTbl MOryT 6biTb MCM0Ib30BaHbI B HAYYHO
Y npenoaaBaTeibCKovi NpakTyKe, 4715 NPOBEeAEHNS NEKLNIA, CEeMUHAPOB M NPAKTUYECKUX 3aHSITUIA MO TEOPUN rOCy-
ZAapcTea v npasa, A/ NMOBbILLIEeHNS KBa/puKaLmmM OTAEbHbIX HayYHbIX Y NeAarornieckux paboTHUKOB, a Takxe Ha
cemuHapax, CUMNO3nyMax 1 KOHGepeHLMsX Mo Teopumn rocyaapcTaa v rnpasa.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: npaBoTBOPYECTBO, OHTOJIOMMS, Hayka, puiocopusi, 10rvika, rnpaso, 3HaHue, IPULNYeCcKni
MO3UTUBN3M, MaTepUaan3m, ANanekTuka, AeicTBUTE/IbHOCTb, CYObEKT, MPaBOOTHOLLEHME.

Ontology of Law-Making as a Legal Science

Rumyantsev M.B.**

Purpose. There is a short review of ontology of law-making considered as a new legal science. In the view of
legal philosophy, law-making ontology is a common representation of public relationships to be legally regulated.
The main scientific knowledge traits are advanced.

Methodology: the paper reasonably combines the common scientific dialectic methods and those of legal
positivism and naturalism. The legal processes and public relationships as well as interaction between legal and
scientific categories are considered accordingly to the thesis of their dialectic unity. Ontology and cognitive theory
which are backgrounds for a new legal science are based on positivism in prime manner. There are analysis and
synthesis as well as deduction and induction methods applied in the paper.

Conclusions. As scientific background for the whole law-making science does, ontology should be based on
the combination of judicial positivism and materialism. The law-making ontology always develops in the dialectic
framework of the universal and the concrete. The legal reality studying should be always carried out via analysis
of law-marked (i.e. those causing person’s actions to make, change or cancel the public relationships) subjective
relationships impulses and actions therewith, related as volitional acts. The law-making should be separated into
the self-standing branch of legal science.

Scientific and practical significance. For scientific cognition, there are new tools found to obtain a new
knowledge covering public and law relationships nature, and to investigate the interaction between person’s volition
and statutorily enforced norms as results of law-making solutions expressing the general volition of individual
historic society. The results can be used in scientific and education practice, to carry out lections, workshops
and other State & Law Theory exercises. The results can also be used for upgrading for individual scientific and
pedagogic stuff members as well as opinions in symposiums and conferences.

Keywords: law-making, ontology, science, philosophy, logic, law, knowledge, judicial positivism, materialism,
dialectics, reality, subject, legal relationship.
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