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KAK OAKTOP J@®EKTUBHOTO NPABOTBOPYECTBA

®denuH Unbs FfeHHapbeBuny,

couckartenb kadenpbl TEOPUM U UCTOPUM FOCYAAPCTBA M NpaBa
AnTaiickoro rocyaapCTBeHHOro yHMBepcureTa,

MarucTp IOpPUCNPyAeHLUN

fedinig@mail.ru

B cratbe ¢ obwereopetuyeckux no3uumii 000CHOBLIBAKOTCS BAXHOCTb U MPUKNAHOE 3HAYEHWNE UCCNEA0BaHNS
HEO0BOCHOBAHHO M MOIHOCTHIO UFHOPUPYEMbIX COBPEMEHHOM I0DUANYECKON HAYKOI 00LLIETEOPETUHECKIX BOMPOCOB, CBSI-
3aHHbIX C MPOSIBAEHNEM KaTeropuu «40OPOCOBECTHOCTb» HA TAKOM CTAAMM MEXaHW3Ma MPaBOBOrO PEryIMPOBAHUS, Kak
paBOTBOPYECTBO. ABTOP YAENSET BHUMAHNE PACCMOTPEHMIO 00bEKTUBHBIX 1 CYObEKTUBHBIX (PakTOPOB MPaBOTBOPYECKON
JIeSTENbHOCTY MPUMERNUTENbHO K NPABOBOM Kateropum «400pOCOBECTHOCTb», Kak MPOAYKTY HALMOHAIBHON MPaBoBOI
KyAbTYDbI, MOABEPrasi Npy 3TOM aHanu3y AeNCTBYIOLME MPABOBLIE aKTbl U 3aKOHOAATEbHYIO AESTENbHOCTb rOCYAap-
CTBEHHbIX 0praHoB P®. CTatbs COAEDXMUT TakxXe aHanm3 TeOPETUYECKMX MOAXOAO0B N0 CMEXHbIM BONMPOCcaM, 0000LeHe
KOTOPbIX MPUBOANT aBTOPA K BLIBOZY O MONOXUTENBHOM PaBOBOM BO3AECHCTBIM J0OPOCOBECTHOCTY HA MPABOTBOPYECKYIO
cepy. OCHOBHOM LIEbI0 MCCREA0BaHUS ABASETCS 000CHOBAaHNE CYLIECTBEHHOMO 3HAYEHNs KaTeropum «06pOCOBECT-
HOCTb» 19 3(EKTUBHOIO NPaBOTBOPYECTBA B Poccuiickoii @enepatm.

KnioyeBbie cnoBa: 106pOCOBECTHOCTb, NPABOTBOPYECTBO, MEXAHN3M MPABOBOrO PEryanpoOBaHus, NpaBoBoe BO3-
[ieficTBIe, NPOSBAEHIE 0OLLETEOPETUHECKUX KATEropuii B NPaBe, KaTeropun POCCUIRCKOI NpaBoBOM KyAbTYpbI.

GOOF FAITH AS A FACTOR OF EFFICIENT LAW-MAKING
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In the article from general theoretical positions, the importance and applied value of research unjustifiably completely
ignored by modern legal science of questions connected with the manifestation of the category of “conscientiousness”
at such a stage of the mechanism of legal regulation as law-making is substantiated. The author pays attention to the
consideration of objective and subjective factors of law-making activity in relation to the legal category “conscientiousness”
as a product of the national legal culture, while subjecting the existing legal acts and legislative activity of the state bodies
of the Russian Federation to analysis. The article also contains an analysis of theoretical approaches to related issues and
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conclusions about the positive legal impact of conscientiousness on the law-making sphere. The main objective of the study
is to substantiate the essential importance of the category “good faith” for effective lawmaking in the Russian Federation.

Keywords: conscientiousness, law-making, mechanism of legal requlation, legal effect, manifestation of general
theoretical categories in law, categories of Russian legal culture.
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