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Abstract. The key task of this study is the conceptualization of the phenomenon of legal discourse, as well as, the analysis of
bifurcation trends that affect the basic directions of its development. As a result of the study, it was confirmed that the sustainable
development of global legal systems is subject to random deviations due to the virtualization of law and the semantization of legal
discourse. Two or more new states of legal systems become unstable. Virtual law and real law "overlap" each other, and in such a legal
reality separate protocols operate and the impression is created that such a model of legal discourse is dominating. At the same time,
the mechanisms of self-regulation of the legal system support it in two states, and the transition to one or another trajectory becomes
difficult. The conclusions demonstrate that the foundations of legal discourse are inevitably transformed, developed, violated, taking into
account the peculiarities of social development. This is reflected most expressively in the language of law. The reformatting of the legal
system is due to the infinitely complex combination of the influence of the subjects of law on it and the quality of their legal actions.
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Introduction

The term "discourse” (fr. Latin "discursus" — reasoning,
argument) has deeply penetrated into the categorical-
conceptual apparatus of modern philosophical science.
The philosophy of language as a fundamental direction of
the philosophical knowledge defines the term "discourse"
as its basic one. Comparative linguistics balancing on the
verge of the philosophy of language and linguistics
actualizes such philosophical and linguistic directions as
semantics, semiotics, pragmatics, which, in turn, regard
"discourse" as "language in language."

In modern philosophy of law, a similar trend can also be
traced. "Discourse" is considered to be the key unit of
communication between representatives of a particular
legal community. Thus, the terms "legal discourse", "judicial
discourse" penetrate into the language of philosophy of law.
In our opinion, "legal discourse" can be understood as a
specific legislative language in all its diversity.

We understand "legal discourse" as such, which
indicates linguistic dynamics, a particular practice of
language use, corresponding to a specific linguistic sphere
(for example, the sphere of administrative law, the sphere
of international law). Moreover, "legal discourse" develops a
special legal vocabulary. "Legal discourse" is subject to
strict restrictive rules of legislative semantics, as well as the
rules of grammar, syntax, punctuation, andis aimed at
fulfilling procedural requirements.

In the political, economic, cultural, social spheres of
the modern global world, as well as in the international
relations — there is some violation of the dynamics.
These bifurcation tendencies are reflected, first of all, in
the language of international law, in numerous
discussions about what a "rule of law" is, held on various
international scientific platforms.

Bifurcation tendencies arise in such a period of
development of the international legal system or a
separate national legal system, when the previous stable,
linear, and predictable path of development of these
systems becomes impossible. At a certain critical
moment, the instability of global legal institutions grows,
as a result the entire system of international law is rebuilt
and follows one of the possible paths of further
development, that is, a certain phase transition occurs.

It can be argued with caution that the critical
moment for the global world has not yet arrived, but the
beginning of a discussion about the purpose and role of

international law, the importance of legal institutions
and the threat of their destruction actualizes the key
problems associated with this.

The aim and tasks. Consequently, the key aim of this
study is to conceptualize the phenomenon of legal
discourse, as well as to analyze bifurcation trends that
affect the basic directions of its development.

Research methods.

The main methodological tools in this study are
synergistic and philosophical-linguistic approaches. The
synergistic approach is used by modern philosophy of law
to describe and designate: qualitative restructuring of the
legal system; significant changes in its parameters; the
metamorphosis of various objects of law; new vectors of
development of legal systems; the active position of
subjects of law.

The theory of bifurcations of dynamical systems was
first developed by mathematicians A.Poincaré and
A. Andronov. The main philosophical and methodological
ideas of chaos theory were further developed in the theory
of catastrophes, proposed, in turn, by the mathematician
R. Thom. The theory of catastrophes, using mathematical
methods, describes abrupt qualitative changes — transitions
to a state of deterministic chaos, phase transitions, self-
organization, and jumps in the behavior of nonlinear
dynamic systems evolving in time. The understanding of
synergetic processes will be incomplete without the theory
of catastrophes. An important advantage of this theory is
that it can describe situations both "quantitatively" and
"qualitatively" (ApHonbg, 1985:9). In the theory of
catastrophes, bifurcation is represented as a jump-like
qualitative restructuring of the system with a smooth
change in parameters. Up to the point of bifurcation, the
system has one path of development; its behavior is
completely predictable. The onset of bifurcation is a
catastrophic leap, a conflict breakdown, a node of
interaction between a case and an external constraint,
between oscillations and irreversibility (ApHonbg, 1985: 9).

Current events in politics, economics, and medicine are
continuously demonstrating bifurcation trends. Thus, even
the most universal and stable legal systems can enter a
critical state. E. Gerasimova proved that it is very easy to
cross the "line of what is pemmitted” in search of imaginary
freedom, but the consequences will not be long in coming
(Tepacumosa, 2020: 7). For example, Britain's exit from the
European Union can also be perceived as a transition point
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from chaos to order, since at the moment of exit a new
order begins to take shape, completing the period of
development of this legal system with an aggravation.
Aggravation occurred in the process of preparing a new
treaty between Great Britain and the European Union.
The medical problem of vaccination in Europe also
reflects crisis trends in European law, domestic rules
and legal procedures.

The philosophical-linguistic approach provides for
linguistic observation and analysis of the legal language,
the allocation of specific linguistic phenomena in legal
discourse and their consistent description in terms of their
structure and functioning. The description of certain forms
of legal discourse in a certain period of its historical
development is also carried out.

The contextual analysis is used to study the functional
specifics of lexical units of legal discourse and their
meanings. In addition, it is also applied for the analysis of
legal documents (their fragments, special texts, individual
legal provisions). The contextual analysis makes it
possible to determine the dependence of the meaning
of the lexical unit of legal discourse on the context and
to check the contextually determined and contextually
independent meanings.

The method of linguistic modeling involves the
compilation of models, schemes or samples of lexical units of
legal discourse or legal language as a whole (we are talking
about structural and functional models of legal language).

S. Grinev-Grinevich and E. Sorokina define the semiotic
method as a way of studying the sign properties of lexical
units of legal discourse, taking into account the semantic
(meaning), pragmatic (usage), syntactic (relations of units
within the language system), and recently also evolutionary,
morphological (formal-structural), syntagmatic (the
relationship of linguistic units in the speech chain) aspects
(MpuHés-IpuHeBwy, 2010: 27).

Research results

As we have already noted, modern legal institutions
reflect bifurcation moments in the development of existing
legal systems. Sustainable development of global legal
systems is subject to random deviations due to the
virtualization of law, the semantization of legal discourse.
More than one or two new states become unstable. The
concept of "legal reality" is also being transformed. In our
opinion, instability increases if the ontic symmetry of the
natural, social, and spiritual worlds is broken, in an
immoral society their trivergence is impossible
(Kharchenko, 2020: 20). Virtual law and real law are
"superimposed” on each other. In such a legal reality,
separate protocols operate and it seems that such a
model of legal discourse is beginning to dominate. At the
same time, the mechanisms of self-regulation of the legal
system support it in two states and the transition to one or
another trajectory becomes difficult.

O.Dzoban and Y.Melyakova point out to the
transformation of the concept of "reality”. In their view, it is
no longer seen as one-dimensional and linear, but as
complex and nonlinear, where different, ontologically
independent and autonomous plans of existence coexist,
have to interact. Recognition of the polyionic nature of
reality is the basis of virtualism and at the same time the
theoretical basis of the modern ontology of law. Therefore,
the virtual reality of law finds its place among the legal
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dimensions. The spread of the latter in all spheres of
human activity, including law, makes relevant the
philosophical understanding of this phenomenon. The
virtual reality of law has an interdisciplinary nature and is
at the intersection of social philosophy, philosophy of law,
the ontology of law and modern legal culture. In addition,
the relevance of research in the virtual science of law is
due to post-classical trends of liberalization, autonomy,
and internalization of law (O3bo6aHb). As the evolving
legal system depends on the parameters of "hypertext",
when the latter changes, the behavior of the whole system
may change slightly. However, when a parameter passes
through a certain critical value, the dynamics of the legal
system may undergo a qualitative adjustment. The values
of the parameters at which the established modes of
motion in legal discourse are rearranged become
bifurcation values of the parameter if the subjects of law
violate their own prescriptions.

O. Dzoban and Y. Melyakova emphasize that the
ontology of virtuality offers the social sciences, including

law, a modern conceptual apparatus: fluctuation,
navigation, intersubjectivity, intertextuality, hypertext,
polynarrative, interiorization, identification, creativity,

adaptation. This gives rise to a new style and forms the
principles of the ontology of postmodern law. The way of
being of the subject of virtual reality is characterized as co-
creative, in contrast to the interpretive being of the subject
of objective reality (O3b06aHb). Virtual legal discourse is
becoming dominant in the field of social networks.

The authors noted the unity of theoretical principles of
self-development and methods of understanding legal and
virtual realities. Synergetically organized hypertext with
dynamic content, new criteria of rationality and justice,
semantic pluralism reconcile virtuality and law. The cultural
heterogeneity, inherent in modern society, determines
liberalism in the field of law and defines the postmodernist
paradigm in law. Modern theory and practice of liberal law
are based on the concept of language. It is the linguistic
space of the legal discourse of justice that embodies the
logic of virtual reality. The laws of hetmmenedtic logic have
changed: interpretation requires new principles of
substantiation, the main of which are relevance and
argumentation (O3c06aHb). The linguistic space of legal
discourse in the logic of virtual reality also simulates
situations where participants in the network process have
no rights or lose the right to vote. As a result, there is a
“crisis", which naturally generates bifurcations.

In this regard, T.Gavronskaya believes that the
problem of responsibility is central to the legal discourse,
involving clarification of the formal conditions under which
the person, as the bearer of social responsibility, can fulffill
freely chosen requirements, responsibilities, and tasks, be
aware of the consequences of his activities. Beyond these
conditions, freedom turns into nihilism, the neglect of other
people's interests. The formation of man presupposes the
education of a sense of responsibility, which must be
realized by a person in any situation related to moral
choice, to be realized in certain human actions. Therefore,
the problem of social responsibility is inextricably linked
with the problem of individual freedom and its boundaries
(TaBpoHckas, 2015: 186). Thus, these boundaries should
not be defined by the usage of the network community
and virtual law.
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Discussion

N.Khramtsova defined legal discourse as a
phenomenon that has become the subject of reflection in
connection with changes in perceptions of the world,
human, the criteria for assessing human activity, including
the role, place and content of law. In her opinion, the issues
of theoretical (methodological) development of legal
discourse — speech behavior of subjects of law, study of
verbal strategies in legal activity of subjects, interpretation of
legal language and its linguistic and psychological aspects,
application of discursive analysis to legal texts, texts law
enforcement acts in legal science, are becoming more and
more actual (Xpamuosa, 2010: 6). The need to study the
phenomenon of legal discourse is also due to the fact that
fundamental legal norms are often violated due to various
types of expediency associated with the current moment. In
particular, it is a question of political expediency. However,
such actions are leveling the meaning of law.

N. Khramtsova rightly emphasizes firstly the thinking of
a lawyer is unique, and therefore does not resemble the
thinking of a worker, farmer, and entrepreneur. Secondly,
legal thinking presupposes a certain culture, or, more
precisely, the legal culture of a thinking individual, which
manifests itself in the results of legal thinking, and in
particular in a specific legal discourse. Thirdly, the
uniqueness of legal thinking is manifested in the
methodological unusualness of methods and means of
thinking, the way of thinking, which generates legal
discourse. By hypothesizing the connection and
interdependence of the lawyer's thinking and legal
discourse as a means and at the same time the result of
mental work, we thereby reveal the objective preconditions
of what we will call "legal discourse" in the future (Xpamuo-
Ba, 2010: 9). The period or moment in the history of the
formation of the legal system, when it transforms from one
systemic certainty to another, if it reaches a qualitatively
different constructive level of its development, can also be
called a bifurcation moment. Its qualitative characteristics
after reaching the bifurcation point fundamentally change,
which leads to a change and improvement of the essence
of the system. The mechanism of transformation of the
legal system, working in such moments, is associated with
the branching of the system trajectory, determined by the
presence of competition of attractors. The legal system can
also undergo negative transformations.

N. Khramtsova notes that: 1) in the historical aspect
(taking into account the evolution of human thinking
qualities, as well as the legal thinking) this approach will
clarify the genesis of legal thinking, aspects of continuity
and novelty in its content and direction; 2)the
psychological interpretation of the essence of thinking
can be used to the necessary extent as an attempt to
explain the legal thinking of human through the features
of its subjective world and mental organization; 3)
thinking can be considered in terms of methodological
analysis, which allows us to develop the ideal essence of
legal thinking as a projection of real legal thinking (Xpa-
mMuoBa, 2010: 12). Legal discourse is created in a certain
semantic field and is designed to convey certain meanings,
being aimed at legal communicative actions. The basic
criterion of legal discourse is the specific legal language
environment in which language constructions are created.
Based on this, legal discourse is a "legal language”, that is,
a certain legal vocabulary, semantics, pragmatics, and

syntax, manifesting itself as a legal ideology in the
actualized communicative acts, speech, and legal texts.

In this context, M. Alchuk confirms that the activity of the
subject of legal judgments is manifested in the fact that its
renewed texts and individual statements are not limited to
the norms of formal-logical inference, but are a means of
expressing social experience, the degree of the balance
between the claims of the subject and its public recognition
(Anbuyk, 2013: 8). With the constant change of the means
of expression of social experience, cascades of bifurcations
can occur, which significantly affects the balance of legal
action. As a result of successive bifurcations, illegal actions
lead to a violation of the legal framework. The bifurcation
cascade creates a painful transition from order to chaos. An
example is the replacement of one political regime by
another unconstitutional one.

M. Alchuk emphasizes that the essence, ontological
principles and methodology of law are revealed in the legal
discourse. Discourse is a synthesis and going beyond i,
and this is the pluralism of approaches. At the heart of the
discourse is an argumentative discussion between the
various positions that give rise to synthetic knowledge.
Philosophical and legal discourse connects the multiplicity
of knowledge, that is, synthesizes the singular and the
plural in legal knowledge (Anbuyk, 2013:11). These
authors reveal the essence of right-wing discourse from the
point of view of the ontology of law. However, the practical
side is also of special interest. Here, legal discourse is
revealed as a special kind of live communication.

I. Rudneva defines legal discourse as a text of the law
in dynamics, which, in the process of interpretation and
explanation can be considered as a complex system of
lexical, grammatical, and syntactic means of expression
and subordination to tasks and goals of communication in
law, and which is characterized by specific terminology and
special legal categories. Verbalization occurs in the
implementation of law, the study of legal phenomena, legal
education, and training, which together foom a legal
discourse (PygHesa, 2018: 89). The author believes that
legal discourse is concretized in practice as legal discourse,
that is, it is synonymous constructions.

In turn, L. Dobrobog notes the tendency of the legal
system to self-regulation, which contributes to its stability.
According to the author, law is a functioning, constantly
updated system. The system of law is objectively
determined by social relations, national, historical, cultural,
or other social factors combination of legal elements, in
which everything is so closely linked that in relation to the
environment and other systems comes as a whole, which is
characterized by self-regulation and dynamism (Jo6po6or,
2013: 31). Thus, in philosophical and legal knowledge in
the conditions of a crisis,a transitonal period of
development of modern society, the meaning of the
categories "law", "legal discourse”, "legal system", "legal
action" is being transformed. At the same time, the
language of synergetic is effectively used, which describes
the essence of uncertainty and chaos.

Conclusion

It can be stated that the foundations of legal discourse
are inevitably transformed, developed, violated, taking into
account the peculiarities of social development. This is
reflected most expressively in the language of law.
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An essential feature of bifurcation processes in the field
of law and legal institutions is that the variety of legal
systems (effective and ineffective) leading to an increase in
the variability of the directions of their development. In this
state of legal systems, the legal choice is implemented as a
gradual formalization and consolidation of a new order.

The reformatting of the legal system is due to the
infinitely complex combination of the influence of the
subjects of law on it and the quality of their legal
actions. lllegal actions can accelerate the emergence
of cascades of bifurcations, which will negatively affect
the balance of legal systems.
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NPUYUHBbI BUGYPKALIMM OCHOB MPABOBOIO AUCKYPCA (CUHEPTETUYECKUA U ®UNOCO®CKO-NMUHIBUCTUYECKUIA

noaxoabl)

Llenbto gaHHOro uccnepoBaHust sIBASIETCSH KOHUENTyanu3auusi peHoMeHa npaBoBOro AWCKypca, a Takke aHanuna 6udypkaumoHHbIX
TeHAeHUMI, BnusiloWwmnx Ha 6a3oBble HanpasneHust ero pas3BuTns. OCHOBHBIMU METOLAOMOMMYECKUMMN MHCTPYMEHTaMW B @HHOM uccne-
[OBaHWUU CcTanu CuHepreTuyeckudi n unocodCcKo-NUHIBUCTUYECKUIA noaxodbl. B pesynbTaTe uccriegoBaHusi MOATBEPXAEHO, UTO
ycTo4MBOE pasBuTUE rnobarbHbIX NPaBOBbIX CUCTEM MOABEPraeTcsi CriydaHblM OTKIOHEHUsIM NO MpUYMHE BUpPTyanu3auuu npasa,
cemMaHTM3auum nNpaBoBOro Auckypca. HeycToiumMBbIMUM CTAaHOBATCS [ABa UIM HECKONbKO HOBbIX COCTOSIHUIA MpaBoBUX cuctem. Buptya-
NbHOE NPaBo U pearnbHoe NpaBo «HakmagblBaoTCA» APYr Ha Apyra. B Takoii npaBoBol peanbHOCTV AeNCTBYHOT OTAENbHbIE NPOTOKONbI
1 co3faeTcs BnevaTiieHMe Toro, YTo Takasi Mofenb NPaBoBOro AUCKypca Ha4YMHaeT AoMUHMpoBaTh. [pn 3TOM MexaHU3Mbl camopery-
NIMPOBaHWS MPaBOBOW CUCTEMbI NOAAEPXKMBAIOT €€ B ABYX COCTOSHUSAX U NMEPEXO Ha Ty UMW MHYK TPAeKTOPUI0 CTaHOBUTCS 3aTPyAHU-
TenbHbIM. B pesynbTate OCHOBbI MPaBOBOro AUCKYpca C HEM3BEXHOCTbIO TPaHCHOPMUPYIOTCA C YYeTOM OCOBEHHOCTEN counanbHoro
pa3suTus. Hanbonee BbipasnTenbHO 3TO OTpaxaeTcsa B A3blke npasa. [NepedopmatupoBaHme npaBoBon cucteMmbl obycrnosrneHo bec-
KOHEYHO CMOXHbLIM COYETaHNEM BMMSHWUN Ha Hee CYObeKTOB NpaBa M KayecTBa X NPaBOBbIX AENCTBUNA.

Knro4eenble cnoea: bughypkayus, npasosol OUcKypc, rpasosasi cucmema, rpagosoe delicmesue.
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MPUYUHU BIDYPKALII OCHOB NMPABOBOIO AUCKYPCY (CUHEPTETUYHUN | @1INTOCO®CLKO-NIHIBICTUYHUMA NIAXOON)
BeTtyn. Y cyyacHomy rnobanbHOMY CBiTi — B MOro MOMIiTUYHIN, €KOHOMIYHIN, KyNbTYpHIl, couianbHi cdpepax, a Takox y MiKHapoaHUX
BiHOCMHaX — CrnocTepiraeTbCsi Aesike NOPYLIEHHsT AUHaMIKu, L0 3HaXoAUTb CBOE BifoBPaXeHHs! B YNCTIEHHNX OUCKYCIsiX PO BEPXOBEH-
CTBO npaBa. TeHAeHUii HeBU3HAYEHOCTi BUHMKAIOTb y Takui nepiod po3BUTKY MiDXHapOAHO-NPaBOBOI cucTeMu abo OKpeMoi HauioHanb-
HOi MPaBOBOI CMCTEMMW, KONMWU MOnepeaHi cTabinbHUi, NiHiMHWIA Ta nepeabadyBaHUii WINAX PO3BUTKY LIMX CUCTEM CTae HEMOXITUBUM.
MeTolo pocnigxeHHs € KoHLenTyanisauis heHoMeHa NpaBoBOro AMCKYpCy, a TakoX aHani3 BidypkauinHux TeHAEHUIN, WO BNINBaOTb
Ha 6a3oBi HanpsMKKM 1oro po3BuTKy. MeTogonoreto AOCNIAXEHHS B 4AHOMY AOCHIAXEHHI BUCTYNaOTb CUHEPTeTUYHUI | dhinocodcbKo-
NiHrBiCTMYHMI nigxoan. Pe3ynbTaTn gocnigkeHHs. Ctanuin po3BuTok rmobanbHMX NpaBoOBUX CUCTEM NiAAAETHCS BUNAAKOBUM BifXu-
TNIeHHAM 3 NPUYMHK BipTyanisauii npaBa Ta cemaHTK3aLjii TpaBoBOro AMCKypcy. HecTilkumu cTaoTb ABa abo Kinbka HOBWX CTaHiB NpaBo-
BMX cucTeM. BipTyanbHe npaBo i peanbHe MpaBo «HaKnajalTbCA», Y pesynbTaTi Yoro NoYMHaTh AiATM okpeMi npoTokonn. CTBopio-
€TbCSl BPXEHHS, WO B Cy4acHUI nepioa Taka MoAernb NpaBoBOro ANCKYPCY NoynMHae AoMiHyBaTu. [pu LbOMy MeXaHi3mMu camoperynto-
BaHHS MPaBOBOi CUCTEMM NIATPUMYIOTb ii B MOABIMHOMY CTaHi, @ nepexif Ha Ty UM iHLY TpaekTopilo cTae npobnematnyHum. O6roso-
peHHs. Y inocodcbKo-NpaBoBMX 3HAHHAX B YMOBax MepexigHoro nepiogy po3BMTKY Cy4acHOro CycninbCTBa TPaAHCHOPMYETLCS 3Ha-

YeHHs kaTteropii "npaso”, "npaBoBui auckypc”, "npasoBa cucTema", "topuanyHa ais". Y Ton xe yac epeKTMBHO BUKOPUCTOBYETHCA MOBa

CVHEpreTuKu, sika OMuCye CYTHICTb HEBM3HA4YeHOCTi Ta Xaocy. Y BMCHOBKax NPOAEMOHCTPOBAHO, LLO OCHOBW MPaBOBOro AMCKYPCY 3
HEMWHYYICTIO TPaHCMOPMYITbLCS, PO3BUBAOTLCH, MOPYLUYIOTLCS 3 ypaxyBaHHSM OCOGNMBOCTEN coujianbHOro po3suTKy. HanbinbLu
BMPa3HO Le Biabusaetbca B MOBi npaBa. [epedopmaTyBaHHs NpaBoBOi cUCTEMU ODYMOBIEHe HECKIHYEHHO CKIMaaHUM MoegHaHHAM
BNMBIB Ha Hel cyb'eKTiB NpaBa i AKOCTi iXHiX MpaBoBYX AilA.

Knro4oei cnoea: 6ihypkayisi, npasosuli duckypc, npasosa cucmema, rpasosa ois.
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MOLENb COLJIANbLHOI BIANOBIAANBLHOCTI IK ®OPMA B3AEMO[II CYCMINbCTBA | JEPXXABU
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AHomayis. Y cmammi npogodumbcsi couianbHo-ginocoghcbke AocrioxeHHs1 Moderi couiarnbHOI 8idrnosidansHocmi ik gpopmu 83aemolii
cycninscmea i depxkasu 8 ymogax arnobanisayitiHux 3miH. KoHcrmamoeaHo, wio depxasomeopyull npouec 8 YKpalHi € nocmknacudHuM
cueHapieM ronimu4YHo-Pasgo8o2o MPoUECy, aHaslozie IKOMy y ceimositi npakmuyi 3Halmu ghakmuyHo HeMoxr1ueo. [JogsedeHo, Wo cy-
YyacHa MoOersib coujarbHoI 8idrnoeidarnbHOCMi ¢hopMyembCsi 8 NPOUEC camoopaaHizauii epomadsiH ma HarazodKeHHi KOHCMPYKMUBHO20
Oianoey enadu i epoMadsiHCbKO20 Cychinbemea, Wo 3abesnedye 00CsI2HEHHSI CUCIMEMHO20 Karlimary cycrinbHo20 ornmumyMy. [loka3aHo,
wo 6ymms moduHU 8 Oepxkasi 3a8x0u Mae crieyugbidHUL «MeXo8ull» xapakmep iCHy8aHHs1 — Ue, nepedycim, pauioHarnioeaHi 3akoHamu
cycnifnbHi 8IOHOCUHU, MDPK SIKUMU MOCMIUHO YMeOPIOMbCS jppauioHarnbHI «UWinuHuy. Taki Komi3il XummeoisibHoCmi I0OUHU Y TUTUHHIL
cucmemi Oep>kagHO20 rMoPsIOKy 8UMazatomb MOCMIHO20 YOOCKOHANEHHST MeXaHi3My coujarbHOI 8idrogidansHocmi 3a0sist 3abe3rnedyeHHs1
6a2amoseKmMOopPHUX ONMMUMasTbHUX 8386MOBIOHOCUH 3 IHUIUMU 2pagusiMu Cy4acHo20 ar1obarizosaHo2o csimy.

KniouoBi cnoBa: noguHa, rpomagsiHcbke CycninbCTBO, MOMNITUYHA Halis, NpaBoBa AepXaBa, 4eMOKPATUYHI LiiHHOCTI, couianbHa
crnpaBeanueicTb, cBoboaa.

Betyn ynpaBnaTy gepxaBoto. Hapoa Moxe TinbKu KOHTPOrio-
BaTW OiSNbHICTb iHWKX Ocib, ane He € 34aTHUM BecTU
cnpasn cam (MoHteck'e, 1999: 71). MNopaska Benwukoi
®paHuy3bkoi BypXKyasHoi peBontoLii noctaBuna nig nu-
TaHHA MpOBigHI CBITOrNAAHI NpuHUMNK  [pocBiTHULTBA:
Martepianiam, rymaHiam, Bipy B Posym, 3HauyLLicTb 60poTh-
6u 3a ceoboay, piBHICTL | BpaTepcTeo. Pa3om i3 umMm, pe-
BOMHOLMHI nogiji y ®paHLuii copmMyBanu HOBY CBITOrMAAHY
CYCrinibHy OpieHTaLjlo: MpaBa NOAVHW BCTaHOBMOBaNM
6e3ymMOBHUIA nNpiopuTET 3aKoHOOABYUX KpUTEpIiB Y
CYCNiNbHMX BiOHOCWMHAX Hag pPeniriiHuMn, MoparbHUMW,
eCTETUHHUMM MigXo4amu, a BCi NMoau, HesanexHo Big peni-
rii, Mopani Ta iHWMX nornagis, oopMarsHO CTaBanm piBHK-
MW nepeq 3akoHOM. Y TpeTbOoMy nigxofi Aepxasa ysBns-
€TbCS CBIAOMO OpraHisoBaHuM abo «36yaoBaHMM» cycni-
NbCTBOM. Ane Taki igei 4acTo irHopyloTb iCHytoYYy nNpupoa-
HO-ICTOPUYHY pearibHICTb, sika 3anepedye MOXMBOCTI
TaKWX IOBrOCTPOKOBYX «M0OYayBaHb».

Moxemo KoHCTaTyBaTh TOW (haKT, WO AepKaBu CTBO-
PHOIOTLCS | 3HMKAKOTh, @ CYCMiNbCTBa NPOAOBXKYOThL iCHYBa-
T, MPY TOMY, LLO TXHIN KyNbTYpHO-3YMOBMIEHUIA TUN MOXE
AK 3bepiratcs, Tak i 3MiHIOBaTUCA 3a NeBHUX OBCTaBUWH.
Cnig 3sepTaty yBary Ha Te, LLO BignoBigHa AepxaBa MOXe
3HWMKHYTM BHAcnigok 30pOMHWX 3aBOHOBaHb, BHACMIOOK
CaMOpYWHYBaHHS i BHACMIigOK MOMITUYHUX PEBOSOLIN.
Mpuyomy icTopmyHO cknanocda Tak, Wwo y 6yab-akomy
BMNaAKy pyMHyBaHHS, camMopynHyBaHHSA abo peBostoLii

MosiBa Ha KapTi CBITY HOBOI YKpaiHCbKOI AepXaBu y
1991 p. cTae HOBMM (hakTOM CycninbHOI icTopii noacTsea.
BogHoyac napanenbHO BUHWMKAE Uina HW3ka npobrem
BW3HAYEHHS MPIOPUTETHUX HaNPSMKIB PO3BUTKY, CTPYKTYp-
HUX CynepeYHOCTeN, Bif BUPILLEHHS AKX 3aneXuTb Aons
CaMOro AepxaBOTBOPYOro npouecy B YkpaiHi. HaBkono
Takoi nogil y BITYM3HSAHMX iHTENEKTYarnbHUX Konax gotenep
TounTbCS BaraTto pi3HUX AOPEYHUX | HEAOPEYHUX AMUCKY-
Cii MONITOMOrYHOrO Ta HPWAMYHOIO XapakTepy, Lo
cnupatoTbcs NpsiMo abo onocepedkoBaHO Ha MeBHE
coujianbHo-inocodcbke OCMUCHEHHS npobnemu cnie-
BiAHOLIEHHS cycninbcTBa i Aepxasu. 3aranom 6araTo-
BapiaHTHICTb NOrnsAAiB Ha BU3HAYeHHS 3MICTYy AepXxaBu
BKIaJaeTbCH y TPU HanbinbLL NoLMpeHi KOHLeNTyanbHi
nigxogwn. lMo-nepwe, gepxaBa — Le NiAHECEHWN Hag
CyCninbCTBOM anapaTt Bragu, SKuA y nNpuMycoBOMY
nopsaKy BMMarae Big nignernunx nigkopeHHs nig pisHoro
pogy npuBogamu: Big MOMOXeEHb Y CBALLEHHUX TeKCTax
CBITOBMX penirii 40 3BuM4anHOi BpexHi Ta MaHinyrnoBaHHS
MacoBolo csigomicTio. No-apyre, gepxaea — LUe anapar,
SKUA CTBOPIOETBCA CYCNINbCTBOM | NignopsakoBaHui
nomy. Ceoro 4acy LL.-N. MoHTeck’e BUCOBMNOBaB OyM-
Ky Npo Te, W0 BepXxoBHa Briaga nepebyBae B pykax abo
BCbOro Hapoay, abo woro 4actuHu. [Npu UbOMY BiH
BMCIOBIKOE CYMHIBW LLIOAO peanbHOi 34aTHOCTI Hapoay




