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Annoranus. Ha py6exe XIX 1 XX BeKOB IIpeficTaB/IeHIe OPUCIPYAeHINY IIOHATIIA O IIOIHOI ONpefe/iéH-
HOCTU IIPAaBOBBIX HOPM IOJBEPITIOCH CEPbE3HON KPUTUKE CO CTOPOHBI PeaniCcTUIeCKI OPMEHTPOBAHHBIX
aBTOPOB, OTCTANBABIINX MAaKCUMA/IbHYIO CBOOORY cyfeOHOr0 ycMoTpenns. KpynHerinie npeacraBuTenu
opuamyeckoro nosutususMa XX Beka, I. Kenbsen, A. Pocc u I. XapT crpeMunnch HaiiTu 30/10TyI0 cepe-
IVHY MeXAY KpaitHocTsamu popmannsma u peanusma. Konnemnius ronkosanusa Kenpsena 6pi1a cBsizaHa
C €ro Teopuell CTYIeHYaTOl CTPYKTYpPbI IPaBONOPSKA 1 IPeIoIaraeT, 4To 001as HopMa IpeCcTaB/ieT
c00011 TOTIBKO PaMKYy, BCerfa OCTABISIILY0 IPAaBOIPUMEHITEI0 BO3MOXXHOCTD BbIOOpA 113 HECKONBKIX
BapyaHTOB. BO3MOXXHOCTD CyleCTBOBaHMsI 001Iell TEOPUM CIIOCOO0B TONKOBAHMS aBCTPUIICKIM IIPABO-
BefioM oTpuuanack. B passurue npeit Kenbzena Pocc mpepmoxun kaccuduKkanyio NpuIuH HeolpenenéH-
HOCTY IIPaBOBBIX HOPM, a TaK)Ke CTu/eil MHTepupeTanun. B neHTpe BHMMaHuA XapTa — MCCIeOBaHNe
CeMaHTUYeCKOJl Heollpee/IéHHOCTU IIpaBa, 00yC/IOBJIEHHOI caMuMM cBolicTBaMu A3bika. Crenys ¢uo-
codckoit kornenyy @. Baiicmana, 6prTaHCKMIT IpaBOBEN Ha3Bajl JaHHOE CBOJICTBO IOPUANIECKOTO A3bIKA
«OTKPBITON TEKCTYpOit». OOLUIMM /151 BCeX TPEX KOHI[EMIMIT CTAN0 CTPEM/IEHIIE COEHNUTD TOMYIeHe
TVICKpeLMV TPaBOIPYMEHNUTENA C Ueell 3HAYUTE/TbHOI JeTePMIUHNPOBAHHOCTH €TI0 pEeLIeHNIT CofiepKa-
HIeM IIPaBOBbIX HOPM.

KnroueBble cioBa: TOIKOBaHNE B ITIpaBe, HEONPeNEeNEHHOCTD B ITpaBe, OTKPbITasA TEKCTypa s3bIKa,
opuadeckuii mosutususM, I. Kenbsen, A. Pocc, I. XapT.
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Kpaesckuit A. A.

Abstract. At the turn of the 19" and 20" centuries, the idea of full certainty of legal norms associated with con-
ceptual jurisprudence was seriously criticized by realistically oriented authors who defended the maximum
freedom of judicial discretion. The largest representatives of 20th century legal positivism, H. Kelsen, A. Ross
and H.L.A. Hart, sought to find the golden mean between the extremes of formalism and realism. Kelsen’s
concept of interpretation was linked to his theory of a hierarchical structure of legal order, and asserted
that the general norm is only a framework that always leaves the judge with a choice of several options.
The possibility of a general theory of interpretation was denied. To develop Kelsen’s ideas, Ross proposed
a classification of the reasons for the uncertainty of legal norms, as well as styles of interpretation. The focus
of Hart’s work was on the study of the semantic uncertainty of law due to the very properties of language.
Following the philosophical conception of E Waismann, the British lawyer called this property of legal lan-
guage “open texture”. Common to all three conceptions was an attempt to combine the assumption of judges
discretion with the idea of significant determinacy of its decisions by the content of legal norms.

Keywords: legal interpretation, uncertainty in law, open texture of language, legal positivism, H. Kelsen,

A. Ross, H.L.A. Hart.

1. IIpo6ema ompemenéHHOCTY MPaBOBBIX
HOPM U 00'BeKTVBHOCTU VHTEpPIIpeTaluN IIpa-
Ba, a TAK)KE COOTHOILICH)E TOIKOBAHUA C IOpU-
OUYECKUM IIO3HAaHMEM — KJII04YeBble METOJO-
JIOTMYECKIEe BOIIPOChI TEOpUM IIPpaBa, He MeHee
3HA4YMMBbIE U /1A I0puUandecKoit npaktuku. IIpen-
MeT Halllero Hay4YHOro MHTepeca — CIOCOOBI
pelleHys TaHHON IIPOOIeMbl, IpeJI0>KeHHbIe
BO B3IVIAfIaX BOKHENIINX IpefcTaBUTeNeil I0pn-
[AMYECKOT0 MO3UTUBI3MAa COBPEMEHHOTO THUIIA —
I. KenbseHa, A. Pocca u I Xapra.

Knaccnaeckoe npaBoBefenne XIX Beka yBepeH-
HO YTBEPK/JAJI0, 4YTO Ha BOIIPOC O CYILIeCTBOBAHNN
paBa Wiy 00s13aHHOCTY BCET/ja €CTh OIVH U TOJIb-
KO OJIVIH ITPAaBI/IbHBIN OTBET, KOTOPBII MOXKET ObITH
MOMy4YeH IyTEM TOKOBAHUA WU JIOTMYECKOTO
Pa3BUTHUA IOPUITIECKNX IOHATHUI. BO3HMKHOBEeHME
U TEOpeTNYeCKOe OCMBIC/IEHNIE JAaHHOTO METO/Ia,
MIO/Iy4MBILIEr0 Ha3BaHMe «IOPUCIPYAeHLINA T10-
HATHI» ' cBsizano ¢ umeHamu O. K. pon Caunby,
. ®. ITyxTs! u P. pon Vepunra B paHHMIT IIepyoz
€ro Hay4yHoro teopdectBa. CI0XXKHOCTD 3aja4un
aHaJIM3a Y TeOPETUYECKOI 00pabOTKY MICTOYHIKOB
PMMCKOTO ITpaBa MOBJIEK/IA 32 c000il MOsABIeHNEe
BeCbMa M3O0IIPEHHOTIO METOJO0IOTMYECKOrO MH-
CTPYMEHTApVsI TEOPUY TONIKOBAHMVSA . YKPEIUICHUIO
TeOpeTUYECKNUX MO3NINI JAHHOTO MEeTO[a CIIO-
COOCTBOBAJIO U TO, YTO OH YACTUYHO Oa3mMpOBa-
Cs Ha HeJleAYKTMBHBIX (POpPMax yMO3aK/ITIOUeHMIT
(aHaymOrVIsA, MHAYKIVIA U JIp.), KOTOpbIe ObIIN TITy-

! Kelsen H. On the Theory of Interpretation // Legal
Studies. V. 10. Ne 2. 1990. P. 132; Muxaitnos A. M. CpaBHu-
TelbHOE IPaBOBefIeHNe: JOTMa POMaHO-TepPMaHCKOTO ITpaBa:
y4eb. mocobue i1 6akamaBpyara U MarucTparypsl. M., 2019.
C.256-314.

? CMm., Hamp.: CaBunbpu @. K., pon. Crucrema coBpemeH-
Horo pumckoro npasa. T. 1. M., 2011. C. 387-455.
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60KO MCCIefOBaHbI B JIOTMKO-METOJOTOTMYEeCKIX
Tpymax ¢punocodos XIX Beka’. JocropcTBO Y0pu-
CIIPYAEHLINY TIOHATUI OBIIO IIOCTAB/ICHO IOJL CO-
MHeHMe Ha pybexe XIX 1 XX BekoB, KOrjja IIKo/a
CBOOOJHOTO IIpaBa, YaCTUYHO IPEJBOCXIEHHAS
«HEMEIIKVMM IIpaBOBBIM peanuaMom» Vepuara®,
B EBpomne 1 ameprKaHCKUil IPaBOBOM PeannsM
B CIITA nonsiTamick 060CHOBAaTbh TEOPETUIECKYIO
HECOCTOATENILHOCTD ¥ MPAKTUYECKYI0 BPESHOCTD
«IOpUANYEcKoro GopManus3Mar, yTBepKaaole-
IO, YTO CYIIECTBYeT eIMHCTBEHHO BEPHbIl OTBET
Ha /100011 IOPUANIECKIIT BOIIPOC, M TPeOyIoLIero
OT CY/IbM HaiTU €ro Ipy IIOMOLIY METOMOB TOJI-
KoBaHMA. B ycmoBuaAX KE€CTKOT0 MPOTUBOCTOA-
HIA 3TUX [BYX KpalfHUX ITO3UINIL YMCTOE YIeHe
0 IIpaBe CTPEMMJIOCh OTCTOSATh COOCTBEHHBII,
cpemHMIT Ty Th>. ABCTpUIICKUIT TpaBoBef, [aHc

> Hambosnpliee npusHaHye MOTYIUIN NHAYKTUBHO-
norudeckue pab6oter [x. Cr. Mwwns, X. 3urBapra u B. Bywp-
ta. O IpyMeHeHNM B IIpaBe Hefe[yKTYBHBIX YMO3aK/II0UeHMIT
cum.: BacbkoBckuit E. B. lluBunucrudeckass MeTOmOMOTHA.
YdeHne 0 TOIKOBaHUY Vi IPUMEHEHUV TPaKAHCKIIX 3aKOHOB.
M., 2002. C. 281-361.

* O KOHIIeNIMY HEMEIIKOTO IIPaBOBOTO pean3Ma CM.:
Kpasun B. IlepecMoTp NOHATHA NTpaBa: AUPEKTUBbI ¥ HOPMbI
C TOYKY 3peHMsI HOBOT'O IIPaBOBOro peamnsMa // Poccuiickui
eXKerogHuK Teopuu mpasa. Ne 1. 2008. C. 433-445.

* O6 9TUX AMCKYCCUAX U UX UCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTe
cm.: Paulson S. L. Formalism, ‘Free Law’ and the ‘Cognition’
Quandary: Hans Kelsen’s Approaches to Legal Interpretatio
n // The University of Queensland Law Journal. V. 27. Ne 2.
2008. Pp. 7-39. B coBpeMeHHBIX IICC/IEOBAHNUAX, ITOCBAIEH-
HBIX TeOPYM TOTIKOBAHMSA, KpalfHNe MO3ULINY TaHHOTO CIIopa
0003HAYA0TCS KaK «POPMATNCTUIECKII» U «PagMKaTbHO-
peanucTuIecKuit» CTUIN CyAe6GHOro TONMKOBaHMA (CM.:
Tumomunna E. B. MeTogonorus cyfe6HOro TOIKOBaHUA:
KPUTUYECKUI aHa/Iu3 peanncTudeckoro moaxopa // Tpy-
mbl VIHcTuTyTa rocygapcrsa u npasa PAH / Proceedings
of the Institute of State and Law of the RAS. 2018. Tom. 13.
Ne 1. C. 73-102.).
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HeonpenengHyoCTs COMBpXaHUA NPaBoBOM HOpMbI B npaBobiX kouuenuusx I. Kenv3ena, A. Pocca u I Xapra

Kenb3eH y4acTBOBa/I B 9TOI AUCKYCCUM € 00enx
CTOPOH, KPUTHUKYS KaK IOPYCIPYAEHINIO IOHATHIA,
C OJTHOJI CTOPOHBI, TaK I IIKOTy CBOOOIHOTO ITpaBa
U PeaNnCTOB, C IPYTOIL.

MHuorue ¢unocodsl npaBa OTMeYaayu, YTo
y Kenb3eHa HeT Teopun TONKOBaHUA B Tpajan-
IIIOHHOM CMBICTIe MeTofja ToNnKoBaHMA®. OgHaKO
3TO ABJIAETCA NMPSMBIM CIEICTBUEM €0 Hay4IHO
HO3UIVIN, B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPOIT 001as Teo-
pus (MeTofia) TOIKOBaHNA HeBO3MOXKHa. [1o BbIpa-
>xenuto I JInnpans, KenbseH crpemuica oTBeTUTD
Ha BOIIPOC, YTO JlellaeT I0PUAYecKoe TOTKOBaHe
ropuandeckum’. Teopusa TonkoBanus Kenbsena
OCHOBaHa Ha €r0 TeOPMM CTYIIEHYATON CTPYKTY-
pblI IpaBa. B cooTBeTCTBMM C TOCTIEHEN, IPABO-
IpUMeHeH)e — 9TO BCerja MpaBOTBOPYECTBO,
T.K. M060e cyge6HOe pelieHue CO31aéT Mpaso,
HO, IIPU 9TOM, ¥ IPAaBOTBOPYECTBO — 3TO BCEra
IpaBOIPYIMEHEHNe, T.K. 3aKOHOJATe/b IPYIMEHAeT
HOPMBI KOHCTUTYIMK. VIHTepIpeTamnysa conpo-
BOXKJIaeT Mpolecc MpaBOIpUMeHeH!s Ha Bcex
ero CTyIeHsIX — OT V3IaHNsA 3aKOHA 10 VCIIONHe-
HIA CYAeOHOTO pellleHNs, OHa He0OX0oaMMa 1A CO-
efyMHeHusA HopMbI 1 akta. Hopma mpeppipyiiero
YPOBHA leTepMUHUPYET (CTaTUIeCKN Y AMHAMU-
9ecKy) HopMy ciepyouero yposss. Ho gerepmu-
HaIMA HUKOIJA He MOKeT ObITh mmomnon®, Oouas
HO3UTVBHAsE HOPMa He MOXKET IpelyCMaTpUBaTh
BCeX 00CTOATENbCTB JAHHOTO Jie/la M BCEro CO-
mepKaHuA cyfebHoro pemrenua. OHM Bcerpa fo-
0aBJIAI0T YTO-HUOYAb HOBOE, HAIIPUMEp, pa3Mep
BO3MellleH)sI YOBITKOB, CPOK TMIIEHNS CBOOOMBDI,
ATy UCIIO/THeHM IpuroBopa u T.4. Ob1uras HopMa
3TO BCETHAA MOMvKo pamka (urozoa 6onee wUpoKas,
uHo20a bonee y3kas), 8 npedenax KOMopoil NPuHu-
Maemcs UHOUBUOYANbHAS HOPMA®.

Heonpenenénnocrb mpaBoBOil HOPMbI MOXKET
IPOVICTEKATD Y3 CO3HATETbHOTO IIPUMEHEHMS COOT-
BETCTBYIOLIEN 3aKOHOAATeTbHOI TeXHNKM, HO MO-
KeT ¥ OBITh IIOCTIeCTBYIEM JPYTUX 0OCTOATENbCTB:

— JIMHTBUCTUYECKas HESICHOCTD CTIOBA MU
¢pasbl, BeIpaXkaroleil HOpMY;

— IpeprnonaraeMoe NpaBolpuMeHUTeIEM pas-
n4ye MeXy BOJIEN M3/IaBIIero HOpMY U €€ JIVHT-
BUCTMYECKVM BBIpa)KEeHVIEM;

¢ Lindahl H. Dialectic and Revolution: Confronting
Kelsen and Gadamer on Interpretation // Cardozo Law
Review. V. 24. Ne 2. 2003. P. 769.

7 1Ibid. P. 798.

8 Kelsen H. On the Theory of Interpretation. Pp. 127-129.

° Kenpsen I. Yucroe yyenue o npase. 2-e usp. CII6.,
2015. C. 304.

State Legal Research. 2021. Issue 4

— Ha/nMuKe IPOTUBOPEYUs MEXAY ABYM
HOpMaMJ OTHOTO YpOBHA .

Takum 06pa3om, IpaBOBOI aKT, NMIITIEMEH-
TUPYIOLINIT BBIIIECTOSIIYIO IIPAaBOBYIO HOPMY,
MOYKeT COOTBETCTBOBATb OJTHOMY M3 HECKObKIX
BO3MOXXHBIX IIPOYTEHNIT HOPMBI, VIV OTKPBITOI
[PaBOIPUMEHUTEIEM BOJIE JINIIA, M3/IABIIEr0 HOp-
MY, WIN OJHOI 3 KOHQIMKTYoIuX HOpM. Ecin
IO/l MHTepIIpeTalyell MOHNMAeTCsl OTKPBITHE
CMBIC/Ia UMIUIEMEHTVIPYeMOJT HOPMBI, TO €€ pe3y/ib-
TaTOM MOXKET OBITb TOIBKO OTKPbITIE YKa3aHHOI
paMKu, nepevrcieHre BO3MOKHBIX BapUAHTOB
VHTepupeTanuy. TpaAuIIOHHAs I0PUCIPYAEHIA
VICXOJUT U3 TOTO, YTO 3a/iada TEOPUIU MHTEpPIIpeTa-
IIVIM — yKa3aTh METOJ IIPaBU/IbHOTO 3aIIOTHEHNS
JlaHHOJI paMK1. BmecTe ¢ TeM, caMo IO3UTHBHOE
paBo He JaéT KpUTepus s BpIOopa MeToza
UHTepupeTanyuu. B JOKTpuHe Xe OTCYTCTByeT
eIVHCTBEHHDII 00LIeIPUHSATHI METOJ MHTEpIIpe-
Tal, CYLleCTBOBAaHNE XKe IUTI0paTn3Ma METOIOB
Hen30e)KHO BEIET K IPOTMBOIIONOKHBIM Pe3y/ib-
TaTaM y I0pUCTOB, X MCIIONb3yOIUX. B kayecTBe
XxapakTepHoro npuMepa Kenbsen npusoput me-
TOJIbI TOJIKOBAHMS 110 aHAIOTHM U a contrario!l,

IOpucnpyneHIys MOHATUI ICTOPUYECKY pas-
BMBA/Iach CTOPOHHMKAMU (U MpeflIecTBEeHHN-
KaMy) I0PUANYECKOTO IMO3UTUBYU3MA, 110 3TOI
HpUYMHE «IOPUANYIeCcKNiT popManu3M» HepenKo
aCCOLMMPOBAJICS CO BCENl MO3UTUBUCTCKOI VIC-
cremoBaTenbckoit mporpammont. OtBevast Ha 06-
BUHeHNs B «popManusme», Kenb3eH ykasbiBaeT
Ha IIPOVCXOX/JeHNe STOTO OHATYA U3 JUCKYCCHIT
0 CyZeOHOM IPaBOTBOPYECTBE U OTMeYasl, YTO
¢$hopManu3MoM B 3TOM CMBIC/IE YUCTOE yueHUe
0 IpaBe Ha3BaHO OBITH He MOXeT, Ooyee TOro,
MIMEHHO OHO BIIEPBBIE /]a7I0 HayYHOe 000CHOBaHE
IBVDKEHUIO 32 CBOOOIHOE NPaBO, IOKA3aB HEM3-
OexXHOe CylIecTBOBaHMe Cy/ieOHOI AucKperym ',
Bmecre ¢ Tem, Kenb3eH Bospakan u IpoTuB HO-
BBIX METOJIOB, IIPeJJIaraBIINXCsl CTOPOHHUKAMMU
cBobogHOrO npasa: «<Heo6XoxnMo OTMETUTD, YTO
B 0011[eCTBe, B KOTOPOM 3aKOHOZIaTe/IbHO IPeJiO-
Hpefie/IéHHble PellleH s VU afIMUHUCTPATHBHbIE
JieliCTBYUSA WIN CyfeOHble MHEHMSI MMEIOT HOpMa-
TUBHOE 3HaueHVe B MHAVBUAYAIbHBIX CTydasx,
peanpHasi KM3Hb He NPU3HAET HUKAKUX MHTe-
PecoB, HO 3HaeT TOIbKO KOHQINKTHI MHTEPECOB;

10 Kelsen H. On the Theory of Interpretation. P. 129.

' Ibid. Pp. 129-131.

12 Kelsen H. Legal Formalism and the Pure Theory
of Law // Weimar: a Jurisprudence of Crisis / Ed. by A.]. Jacob-
son, B. Schlink. Berkeley, 2000. P. 82.
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Kpaesckuit A. A.

U Mfiest TOTO, YTO MHTEPEChl MOYKHO B3BECUTD KaK
Macyo, 9YTO eCTh 0O'beKTUBHas Mepa, KOTOPOIl
MOYKHO OIIpefie/INTh aOCOMIOTHO OOIBLIYIO IeH-
HOCTb OTHOTO MHTepeca 110 CPaBHEHUIO C APY-
TUIM, IPeCTaB/IsIeT COO0I YacTh CaMOll HAaMBHOII
UUTIO3MY, KOTOPYIO IPAaKTUKYIOIMe I0PUCTHI,
OOBOJBHO HAVBHbBIE B 9TOM OTHOIIEHUI, II03BO-
yu cebe BHYINTD. [J0BONBHO 6/1M30pyKO, KOTfa
He IIPOCTO OT/IeNIbHOE PellieHNe, a Iie/Iast MPaKTUKa
BEPXOBHOTO Cy/ia WIN faXke BCA CyfeOHas BIaCTh
CTpaHbl B TeYEHNE JOJTOTO IMepuosia 0OBUHA-
eTcs B «popMann3Me» CO CCbUIKOM Ha OMINOKY
HEKOPPEKTHOJ Hay4YHOI JOKTPVMHBI MHTEPIIpe-
TalUu... B 1eIoM MBI JO/KHBI 3aK/ITIOYUTh, YTO
32 KOHKPETHBIM METO/IOM MHTEPIPETAL[UY CTOST
BIIOJTHE KOHKpeTHbIe MHTepechl. COOTBETCTBEHHO,
IPOTMBOIOIOXKHBIE IHTEPEChI CTPEMATCS HOMY-
YNTh IPU3HAHME Yepe3 KPUTHUKY Ipeobagatonnx
METO/JOB TOJIKOBAHUS IIYTEM MCIIONb30BAHMS ap-
ryMeHTa popmanusma. Her Hudero 6ornee nmoHsT-
HOT0, 4yeM (paKT, YTO CTPOroe NpuMeHeHe 3aKOHa,
He yJe/solee BHYMaHIe HTepecaM OT/e/IbHBIX
rpym, 6yzieT 00BYHEHO IIPaBOBBIMM UIEOIOTYAMM
3TUX IPynn B «popManusMe». B coBpeMeHHOI
IOPUCIPYIEHIUU CAMOOYEBUTHO, YTO MHTEPECHI,
VICHIO/IB3YIOLIVIe 9TY KPUTHKY, OYAYT IpeACcTaBIATh
camu cebs Kak [o6ajaronye] TyqmummM MeTOLOM
TOJIKOBAHMsI, ¢ 60J1ee BBICOKMMY «HAyYHBIMI»
cTaHgapTamm» .

2. B cBoeit konnenuyy nurepnperannuu A. Pocc
cornaniaeTcs Kak ¢ Io3uIpyieil 0 HeBO3MOXKHOCTY
CO3[IaHMSA eAVHOI TEOPUN MHTEPIPETALNN, TAK
VI C IPefiCTaB/IeHNeM 00 MHTepIIpeTaluy Kak O BbI-
6ope OffHOIT 3 BO3SMOXXHOCTEII. [JOKTpUHaIbHbIE
TEOPUY MHTEPIIPETAIVIY IIPU TOM pacCMaTpuBa-
IOTCSI IM KaK CBOETO pojia upeonornm .

Pocc moppo6HO paccmaTpuBaeT MCTOYHUKI
HeoIlpefieNIéHHOCTel, KOTOPbIe MTOPOXKAAIT CY-
IIeCTBOBaHME Pa3HbIX BAPMAHTOB MHTEpIpe-
tanunu. OH BBIfleNAET CleAyoLIye Ipo06IeMbl
MHTEepIIpeTalUI:

1) CunTakcudeckye Ipo6aeMsl:

a) Ipo61eMbl MOJYMHEHHBIX TP eIOKEHMIT;

6) Ipo6eMbI TOTO, K KAKMM C/TIOBAM OTHOCSITCS
IpuIaraTelbHble U ITOYMHEHHbIE TPEI0KEeHNS;

B) IPOG/IeMBI YKa3aTeIbHbIX ¥ OTHOCUTENbHBIX
MeCTOMMEHUI;

T) Ipo61eMsl ¢ppas, yCTaHABIMBAIOIIX MOJIV-
duKanuy, MCKII0YeHN s, YCIOBUA .

B Ibid. P. 81.
4 Ross A. On Law and Justice. Pp. 108-111, 155-157.
15 Tbid. Pp. 123-128.
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2) Jlormyeckue mpoo6IeMbr:

a) IPOTUBOPEYNBOCTD;

6) M30BITOYHOCTD IIPABOBOTO PEryINPOBAHN
(HeCKObKO HOPM OIMHAKOBOTO COfIePyKaHNUA);

B) IpOO/IeMbl IPeIOChUIOK 'S,

3) CemaHTHYecKue Ipo6IeMbl (HeompesenéH-
HOCTb ¥ MHOTO3HAYHOCTD OTHE/IbHBIX C/IOB) .

Kaxk ormevaet Pocc, atn mpo6iemMbl MOryT pe-
IIAThCA MO-Pa3HOMY, HO HAyYHOTO OTBETA Ha BO-
IPOC O TOM, KaK OHY JO/DKHBI PelIaThCs, HET
" He MOXKeT ObITh'S. Pocc BbIennsieT CTU/IN MHTEP-
IpeTanyy, KOTOPbIMM (KaK IIPaBOBBIMU V[IE0JIO-
TMSMY) MOTYT PYKOBOJCTBOBAThCA Cynbu. [lepBas
KIaccupUKanya CTUIell — JeleHue UX Ha CBA-
3aHHbIe M CBOOOJIHbIE, B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TOTO,
HACKOJIbKO CYZIbsl CUMTAeT ceOs1 CBA3aHHBIM Jieli-
CTBYIOIUM IIpaBoM. [IpuMepom nepBoro cTmis
SABJIAETCS IOPUCTIPYACHIVIS TOHATHI, IIPUMEPOM
BTOPOT0 — IIKO/IAa cCBOOogHOro npasa'’. Bropas
KmaccuuKanuA CTuIel — JeneHye MHTepIpeTa-
VIV Ha OO BEKTUBHYIO U CYOBEKTVBHYIO, I3BECTHASA
TaKXe KaK CIIOp CTOPOHHVIKOB BBISICHEHUS «BOJIN
3aKOHa» ¥ «BOMN 3aKOHOAaTensA» . [lepBblil CTU/ID
CBs3aH C OpMeHTAaIVell Ha OyKBaJIbHBI TEKCT 3a-
KOHA, BTOPOJI — Ha MCCTIeloBaHMe IeTiell M HaMe-
peHMit 3aKoOHOfaTeNsA, MOOYANBIINX €0 IPUHATD
TaKol 3aKOH>..

3. Konuenmusa naTepnperanny XapTa OCHO-
BaHa Ha TEOPUM OTKPBITOI CTPYKTYPHI fA3BIKA.
JlaHHast KOHIenuys OblIa IpeJIoXKeHa aBCTPO-
6puranckum ¢punocodpom @puppuxom Baricma-
HOM? IIJISI OTIVICAaHUS SB/ICHNS HEOIPEReTEHHOCTI
B IOTPAHUYHBIX CyYasiX YIOTpeOIeHUs TOro
VULV MIHOTO c7I0Ba. Takas CTPyKTypa CBOJICTBEHHA
BCEM eCTeCTBEHHBIM A3BIKAM I SIBJISAETCSA LIeHHO

s Tbid. Pp. 128-134.
7 Ibid. Pp. 134-135.
8 Ibid. Pp. 135-145.
19 Tbid. Pp. 141-142.

20

Cwm.: BacbkoBckuit E. B. TuBmimmuctudyeckass MeTOo-
norus. C. 83-87.

21 Ross A. On Law and Justice. Pp. 142-145.

2 'Waismann E. Verifiability // Essays on Logic and Lan-
guage / Ed. by A. Flew. Oxford, 1961. Pp. 117-144. Cm. Taxxke:
bukc Bb.I. JI. A. XapT 1 «OTKpbITas TeKcTypa» A3bika // Tpy-
nb1 ViHCTHTYTA ToCcymapcTBa u npaBa PAH / Proceedings
of the Institute of State and Law of the RAS. 2019. Tom. 14.
Ne 5. C. 38-63; Ornesnes B. B. Bpaitan Brikc 06 «0TKpbITOI
TekcType» (lopupmdyeckoro) sasbika // Tpyper ViHcTuTyTa
rocypapcrsa u npasa PAH / Proceedings of the Institute
of State and Law of the RAS. 2019. Tom. 14. Ne 5. C. 64-83;
Kacarkunu C. H. IIpo6nema ciefoBaHms mpaBuiay: Xapr
u Butrenmreitn // AuTponosnorisa mpasa: dinocodpcpkuit
Ta opuAnyHMit Bumipn. JIesus, 2012. C. 256-276.
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HeonpenengHyoCTs COMBpXaHUA NPaBoBOM HOpMbI B npaBobiX kouuenuusx I. Kenv3ena, A. Pocca u I Xapra

BO3MOXXHOCTBIO JJOCTVDKEHNSI OTHOCUTETHHOTO
eIMHOoO00pasuA ynoTpeOneHus C/I0B B A3BIKOBOM
coobiutecTBe”. B mpaBe Tak)Xe MPOSABISAETCS OT-
KpBITasl CTPYKTypa sA3BIKA, HE3aBUCUMO OT TOTO,
IPU3HAET 3TO MPABOBAs CUCTEMA VTN HeT.

XapT nuIeT o ABYX OIIMOOYHBIX BapMaHTaX pe-
IIeHVs1 JaHHOIT mpo6iemsbl, eé Cuyie u Xapuobpe.
ITepBblit BapuaHT — popManysMm, OTpUIIAHME He-
00X0IIMOCTH BBIOOPA B IIOTPAHNYHBIX CTydasx>?,
Bropoit BapraHT — CKeNTUI[M3M B OTHOIIEHUN
IpaBIJL, OTPUIIAHME CYLIeCTBOBAHNA U 00513aTeNb-
HOCTY aOCTPAaKTHO cHOPMYINPOBAHHBIX HOPM™.
OnpoBepkeHNeM HOPMATVBHOTO CKENITUIVI3Ma
ABIsIeTCS PYHKIVIOHMPOBaHMe 3aKOHOB B Peajib-
HOJ1 KVI3HU U TO, YTO CYAbY VICIIBITBIBAIOT YYBCTBO
CBSI3aHHOCTM IIPaBOM?.

PemreHneM, mo3BONAIOIMMNM U30€XaTh TOXK-
HBIX KpalfHOCTE, ABNAETCA NPU3HAHNE CYIle-
CTBOBAHMs SICHBIX (He BBI3BIBAIOIUX COMHEHNS)
Ml HeSICHBIX CTIy4aeB. B HeACHBIX cy4yasx Bcersia
CYIIeCTBYeT TBEPHOE AAPO 3HAYEHVA V IOTyTeHb
HeonpefieIéHHOCT .

4. Ha ocHOBaHMM U3/I0)KEHHOTO MO>KHO yC-
MOTPETb CYILIIeCTBEHHOE CXO[CTBO TOYEK 3PEHMS

» Xapr [LJI. A. IlonaTne npasa. C. 127-131.

# Tam xe. C. 134-138.

» Tam xe. C. 138-150.

% Tam xe. C. 146-149. — XapToM TaK)xe IIPUBOINUTCS NH-
TEPEeCHBII IpUMep, MOMYYMBIINIL IMPOKOE PACIPOCTPaHEHNE
B JIUTEpaType O TeOpUM TOJIKOBaHNA. Bo BpeMs UTpbI MOTYT
BO3HMKATD CIIOPHI 110 IOBOJY IIOfICYETA OYKOB, B Pe3y/IbTaTe
Yero UrpoKy MOTYT Ha3HAYUTb CYETUMKA, KOTOPBIN OymeT
ux cunTarh. Ho ecrmu cyéTuymk HaYHET cYMTATH OYKY He Ha OC-
HOBaHNN II€PBOHAYA/TbHBIX IPABIJI,  TI0 CBOEMY IIPOM3BOIY,
TO TOT/Ia UBMEHMUTHCSI CaM XapaKTep UIPbl — 3TO OYHeT yKe
He IlepBOHaYya/ibHasA UTpPa, a UTPa 110 IPOMU3BONTYy CYETUMKA
(Tam >xe. C. 144-149).

¥ Tam xe. C. 136-138, 146-149.
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