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Introduction: in the review an attempt is made to consider merits and demerits of the
monograph by M. V. Voronin, who has been the first to carry out a special analysis of the ba-
ses and manifestations of systematicity in law. Purpose: to give the most objective assessment
of the scientific work submitted for reviewing, the author’s contribution to improvement of
methodology for system research in law, as well as the use of system tools in legal science.
Discussion: assessment of the current relevance of the monograph’s subject matter allows for
conclusion that the author has investigated the problem of holistic general-theoretical com-
prehension of bases and manifestations of systematicity of law, which is undoubtedly of great
significance in all respects. Due to the coordinated use of philosophical, general scientific,
special and specific scientific methods of research, the original concept of bases of law sys-
tematicity has been justified. The concept serves as a basis for the attempt to justify the sys-
tem-formation mechanism in law, to formulate the notion and importance of major bases and
some particular manifestations of systematicity in law, as well as to reveal the most signifi-
cant system connections of the legal system elements. It should be noted that provisions put
forward in the work are well-grounded, the author demonstrates the ability to carry on a sci-
entific polemics, as well as good literary style. Of special note are the results of the analysis
of law principles as the bases of law systematicity, and also the conclusion about the exist-
ence of two models of system connections of international and domestic law. Some shortcom-
ings of the work are also stated. Conclusions: it is claimed that M. V. Voronin’s monograph
is a complete monographic research, logically and conceptually verified and containing theo-
retical provisions which form a system that can be qualified as a scientific achievement in the
field of general theory of law.
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Beeoenue: 6 peyenzuu npednpunsma nONbIMKA paccmMompems 00CMOUNCINGA U HeOOCMAMKY MOHO-
epaguu M. B. Boporuna, enepébie ocyuecmeuguieco CneyuaibHblil AHaiu3 OCHOBAHULL U NPOSIGIeHUN CU-
cmemnocmu 6 npase. Llenb: 0amv MaKCUMANLHO OOBLEKMUBHYIO OYEHKY NPEeOCMABIEHHO20 HA OM3bl8
HAYYHO20 mpyod, 6KIA0d asmopa 6 COBePUIeHCMBOBAHUE MEMOO0I0SUU CUCMEMHBIX UCCIeO08AHULL 6
npase, UCNOIb308aHUE CUCTNEMHO20 UHCIPYMEHMAapusi 8 npaeoeotl Hayke. Q0cycoenue: npu oyeHKe ax-
MYaIbHOCMU MeMbl MOHOZpaAPUU COeNan 661600 0 MOM, YMO ABMOP, HECOMHEHHO, UCCIEO08AL BANCHYIO
60 BCEX OMHOULEHUSIX NPODIEMY YETOCMHO20 00UWemeopemuiecKo20 OCMbICIeHUs OCHOBANULL U Nposielie-
Hul cucmemHocmu npasa. Ha ocnose ckoopOuUHUpOSAHHO20 UCHONB308ANUS PUIOCOPCKUX, 0DUeHayy-
HbIX, CHEYUATbHBIX U YACTHHBIX MEMO008 UCCe008a U 0O0CHOBAHA OPUSUHANLHASL KOHYENYUsSL OCHOBA-
HUL CUCMeMHOCIU npaed, Ha base KOMopou NpeOnpuHsIma NonblmKka 000CHO8ANb MEXAHUIM CUCTEMO-
0bpasosanust 6 npage, chHopmyIUposams NOHAMUE U 3HAYeHUe DA306bIX OCHOBAHUL U OMOETbHbIX NPOSIG-
JIeHULl CUCIEMHOCIU 8 npase, Hauboee 3HAUUMbIE CUCTNEMHbLE CE3U DIIeMEHMO8 NPABOGOL CUCTHEMDL.
Ommeuaemcs nOIHOMA 0OOCHOBAHUSL BbLOBULAEMBIX NOJIOJNCEHUL, YMEHUEe 8eCU HAYUHYIO NOJIEMUKY, XO-
pouwtuil rumepamypubiil A3vik. Ocobo ciedyem Ha36amb UMOo2U AHANU3A NPUHYUNOS NPABA KAK OCHOBAHUS
CUCEMHOCIU NPasa, 6bl800 0 CYUECHBOBAHUL O8YX MOOeell CUCIEMHOU C85I3U MENCOVHAPOOHO20 U
sHympueocyoapcmeenno2o npasa. Hazeanvl omoenvhvle nedocmamxu pabomol. Boieodwst: monocpagus
M. B. Boponuna sensemcs 3aKOHUEHHbIM MOHOSPAPUUECKUM UCCICO08AHUEM, J02UHECKU U KOHYenmy-
ANILHO BbIGEPEHHBIM COYUHEHUEM, 8 KOMOPOM COOEPIICAMCI MEeOPemuiecKue NOI0NCeHUsl, CUCMEMY KO-

MOPBIX MOJICHO KEATUDUYUPOBAMb KAK HAYHUHOE 00CTudiceHue 6 obaacmu oowell meopuu npasa.

KunroueBble citoBa: CHCTEMHOCTD IpaBa; OCHOBAHUA U MPOABJICHHUA CUCTECMHOCTHU B IIPaBEC;
CHUCTEMHBLIC CBA3U B IIPpaBC€ U UX POJIb

Introduction

The work of M. V. Voronin covers a challeng-
ing and a meaningful topic. The author reasonably
notices that today, the interest deepens for the
methodology of the system researches in law,
caused by the specific features of the legal phe-
nomena understanding in the period of the Russian
statehood modernization. For this, the problem of
the system tools application in law is quite critical
(p. 3). The author of the reviewed monograph, de-
voted to the bases and the manifestations of the
law systematicity, set himself a task to study the
status of the law systematicity knowledge, its
characteristics and bases, the mechanism of the
general bases’ influence onto the specific manifes-
tations on the systematicity (p. 6).

Discussion

The proposed M. V. Voronin’s concept of the
bases of the law systematicity, of the system-
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making mechanism in law, of the fundamental ba-
ses and specific manifestations of the systematici-
ty in law, allows, in the author’s opinion, to ex-
plain the mechanism of the law system elements
cooperation, and finally, — to discover the gnoseo-
logical perspectives of the law systematicity cog-
nition and to create the bases for the further sys-
tem researches of law (p. 7).

M. V. Voronin starts his research with the
analysis of the law systematicity cognition status.
Studying the history of the system approach use in
law researches, involving philosophic and legal
sources, the author makes a number of interesting
and reasoned conclusions concerning the character-
istic of the law systematicity and the phenomena
associated with it (the system in law, the law sys-
tematicity, a legal system etc.).

The definitions of the mentioned notions (and a
number of others) proposed by the author, the anal-
ysis of their correlation resulted in the conclusion
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that the legal system and the system of law con-
stantly develop and regenerate; the law’s dynamism
influences the bases of the law systematicity bases.
The latter have an objective-subjective character
(pp- 29-31).

It is not quite clear though, why these conclu-
sions could appear only in the conditions when it
was possible to “shift away from the dogmatic fun-
damentals of the dialectics...” and which fundamen-
tals in particular the author was able to “shift
from”? (p. 16). The analysis of the conclusions
proposed by the author, the description of the most
meaningful system connections of the elements of
the legal system both between each other and with
the elements of the other social systems, the pro-
posals made by him, including those on improving
the certain aspects of the legal regulation, — all en-
tirely fit the framework of the dialectical materialis-
tic approach.

Before giving an assessment to the most im-
portant specific provisions, it is necessary to men-
tion the following. The first thing is, the author
thoroughly investigates the actual, normative and
literary material, not limiting himself to selecting
the facts and information necessary for proving his
position, not ignoring the regulations that do not
comply with his views. The second fact is that
M. V. Voronin skilfully and correctly holds the sci-
entific discussion demonstrating friendliness and
the will to keep the positive contents of the ana-
lysed works as much as possible, even in case he
disagrees with the opponent’s position. All these
proves his scientific conscientiousness — a valuable
personal quality of the young scientist.

From the provisions of the first chapter of the
book, a reasonable proposal should be particularly
noted about the necessity to use the new notion of
the “system legal unit” as the aggregate of the legal
norms within the limits of the system of law (law
branch, law sub-branch, institution, sub-institution).
He finds a place for it as for a system of the legal
phenomena, of the legal system units (pp. 25-26).
A bit complicated terminology does not allow to
quickly get the author’s idea, but in fact he is right.
Moreover, this publication, as compared to the pre-
vious one, is a solid step towards the specification
of the position on the mentioned notion contents
[2, pp. 8-13].

Among the provisions contained in the second
chapter of the book, devoted to the characteristic
of the fundamental bases of the law systematicity,
a conclusion about the public relations as the base
of the law systematicity and the provision about
the specific role of the economic sphere, need to
be highlighted (pp. 54-56). Basing himself on the
classical research of Professor V.M. Syrykh,
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M. V. Voronin is right noticing the necessity for
the system study of all the public relations involv-
ing the knowledge of the whole social science
complex (p. 56).

Characterizing the political will and the legal
policy as the factors the law systematicity, the au-
thor of the monograph is fair to say that they reflect
the functional interrelation of the law and the state
(pp. 87-91). This conclusion is well-reasoned with
a detailed analysis of the system of the state func-
tions and the law functions and these systems’ co-
operation (pp. 65-77). This cooperation, in the au-
thor’s opinion, defines the contents of the political
will and the legal policy as the factors of the law
systematicity (pp. 78—86).

Studying the principles of the law as a specific
juridical base of the law systematicity by
M. V. Voronin, led to a number of conclusions that
are certainly worth noticing. For example, one
should agree with the provision that the principles
of law in their system unity, play a systematically
important role in respect of the law, and are “a spe-
cific base of the systematicity having a legal na-
ture” (p. 93, 119). In the book, this conclusion is
preceded by a detailed analysis of different ap-
proaches to the law principles system, their con-
tents and interaction. The author is convincing in
his conclusions, when, for example, he writes about
the realization of the law principle at all the phases
of the legal regulation, about the law-making as
their special role (p. 101), about the formation of
new specialized system units (p. 103), about the
principles’ influence onto the juridical practice
(p. 109) and etc.

The concluding chapter of the book contains
the analysis of separate manifestations of the law
systematicity, in particular, the contribution of sys-
tematicity to the structuring of the legal norms, to
the diversity of the legal norms and to the interac-
tion of the domestic and the international law.

Analysing the problem of the legal norm
structure, the author of the book is absolutely right
associating it with the law systematicity (p. 122).
Therefore, he reasonably views the norm as a mi-
crosystem within the framework of the multi-level
law system, as a sort of a social norm. Defending
the so-called classical (the “three-piece”) approach
to the legal norm structure, M. V. Voronin comes
up with a number of new arguments to justify his
position, in particular using works by A. V. Po-
lyakov, B. V. Sheindlin — which were not consid-
ered in his earlier publication on the topic
[3, pp. 14-23].

And still the dispute cannot be seen as settled
and the problem cannot be seen as solved. Compas-
sionately citing the statement by S. S. Alekseev, the
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supporter of the two-piece structure of the binding
norm, who was sure that narrowing the norm struc-
ture down to a three-piece scheme impoverishes our
vision of law (p. 126), M. V. Voronin finally adheres
to that particular position. The names of the oppo-
nents (N. M. Korkunov, A. A. Ushakov, A. F. Cher-
dantsev) are mentioned in the book, but their posi-
tions are not analysed. It is obvious that it should
have been indicated that the paragraph covers only
the so-called logical norm of law.

In the book, a detailed analysis is performed of
the diversity of the legal norms as the manifestation
of the law systematicity. The author tried to charac-
terize the external manifestation of the law systema-
ticity in different types of juridical norms. One of the
advantages of this paragraph is a sufficiently exact
and sound criticism of the position of leaving the
idea of grouping the legal norms in accordance with
the branches (pp. 137-142). It goes without saying
that not all the arguments are given to support the
position being defended, not all the reasons of the
opponents are disposed of (and there are things they
are possibly right saying), but the position of
M. V. Voronin on the topic looks rather convincing.

The author’s judgements concerning the charac-
teristic of the special norms, the existing and the na-
ture of which are also associated with the law sys-
tematicity manifestation, are as well strong (pp. 143—
145). The characteristic of the so-called specialized
norms (the norm-principles, the norm-definitions,
the presumptions and fictions) as the manifestations
of the systematicity in law, is also deep (pp. 146—
147). Proceeding from the conclusions of Professor
O. A. Kuznetsova, the well-known expert of the
sphere, the author makes a conclusion that the juridi-
cal fixation of the specialized norms acts as a kind of
guarantee of the law systematicity stabilization
(p. 147). We can’t but agree with that.

Studying the issues of the interrelation of the
international and the domestic law, M. V. Voronin
makes a fully justified conclusion that the general
social background of the international and domestic
law systematicity can include the globalization, the
necessity to have the different countries’ political
will approved, the unified approach to the problem
of the human rights (p. 163). The author distin-
guishes two models of the system connections be-
tween the international and the domestic law: 1) the
model typical for the connections between the in-
ternational public and the domestic law; 2) the
model appropriate for the connections between the
international private law and the domestic law.
Such an approach allowed the author to discover
the principal manifestations of the law systematici-
ty in the cooperation of its international and domes-
tic guises.
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Finishing the characteristic of the international
and domestic law cooperation, M. V. Voronin rea-
sonably notices that the reinforcement of this coop-
eration facilitates progress and stability in the coun-
tries’ relations (pp. 170-175). This circumstance is
also pointed out by other authors [1, pp. 92-97].

The general rather positive assessment of
M. V. Voronin’s book does not mean that there are
no drawbacks in it. As in any other serious re-
search, there are flimsy arguments, some of the
statements are disputable. But first of all, let us give
one judgement of the general character. The book
in general is written in a good language (giving
proper respect to editor V. A. Ponomaryova), but
some of the fragments are overloaded with the
general systems theory terminology and have a
complicated style. In a number of cases, the author
uses terms which are not known and not used in
the general theory of law (“the social substances’
motion trajectory”, — p. 32, “reset of relations” —
p. 33 and others.). It is most likely that there are
no definite scientific notions standing for them. It
is admissible in the journalism, because it repre-
sents a “sphere of the language practice”, called so
by N. I. Matuzov, but it is not desirable in the sci-
entific publications.

There are known doubts concerning all the con-
clusions of the author on the analysis of the law
norms diversity as the manifestations of the law sys-
tematicity. If, for example, the grouping of the norms
per the branches and dividing the norms into the
special ones and the specialized ones is properly as-
signed to the law systematicity by the author, then
the system justification of the necessity to view the
division of norms into the binding ones, the prohibit-
ing ones and the authorizing ones, into imperative
and dispositive (p. 149) is associated, first of all,
with applying the different methods of the juridical
technique. The question that has to be answered is
the following: May the systematicity in this case
manifest already after the legislator’s decision is tak-
en, and does it have a secondary character?

The proposal to necessarily analyze the structure
of a separate law principle is disputable. The author
writes that the structure is “the certain elements and
a network of connections”, and the elements are “the
combination of requirements appearing from it”
(p- 99). But if the principle is an idea (p. 98, 99), i. e.
a judgement, a thought, then the structure of the
judgement can be viewed from the position of either
the formal logic (the agent and the predicate) or
grammar (the subject, the predicate and the object).
There can be no other structure of the judgement. It
goes without saying that the phenomenon which
M. V. Voronin and other authors call the structure
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of the principle, does exist. But probably, some
other notions are needed to characterize it. A prin-
ciple gets a specific structure when it is formed in
a shape of a special law norm (presumption, fic-
tion and etc.). This was conclusively described by
O. A. Kuznetsova [4; 5], whose works the author
of the research is quite familiar with.

The book contains provisions which are in
practice true but need additional explanations and
clarification. So, the author writes that the “will”,
the “consciousness” typical for one person also
manifest in the activities of the collective subjects
(p. 46). One has to agree with this. But they mani-
fest specifically, not directly, and sometimes they
do not manifest at all. For example, a number of the
collective subject guilt theories do not associate it
with the emotional aspects of the collective mem-
bers. The additional clarifications are needed for
the statement that the political will is common for
many social regulators, i. €. ethics, traditions, cus-
toms, religious norms and others, and is the base for
their systematicity (p. 66). It is most likely that the
political will cannot be the direct base of the social
regulators’ systematicity, its influence is possibly of
a mediate character.

Conclusions

The research by M. V. Voronin is the first
book of the young author. It is obviously success-
ful, because it is a completed, logically and concep-
tually justified research. It contains theoretical pro-
visions that are a substantial contribution to the de-
velopment of the legal system theory.
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