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IOPUINYECKAS TEXHUKA B HICTOPUYECKOM PA3BUTHU POCCUHN

C.H. Bonowvipes
Hccnedyromes npobnemvl meopemuieckozo U npakmuieckozo Xapakmepa iopuoueckoli mexHuKku 6 npase, ee
POb U MECMO 8 NPABOMBOPHECKOM, NPABOMOIKOBAMENLHOM U NPABOPEATUZAYUOHHOM Npoyecce ¢ MOUKU 3PeHUs.
UCMOpUYecKo2o aHanu3a. AHaMU3UPYIOmMcs pasiuunble No0Xoobl K NOHUMAHUIO 9MO20 MeOpemuKo-npago8o2o
Genomena, a maxdice He0OXOOUMOCHb UCNONb306ANUSL MEXHUKO-IOPUOUUECKUX CPedCmE U Cnocobog 6 npoyecce
CO30aHUsL NPABOBOLL HOPMBbL.
Kniouegvie cnosa: 1opuduueckas mMexHuKa, 0OpUOUYecKds KOHCMPYKYUsl, Npago, Npasomeopuecmso,
npasopeanusayust, OPUOUYECKUe Cpeocmed.

S.N. Boldyrev
Judicial technique in Russian historical development
It is investigated the problems of theoretical and practical character of judicial technique in law, its role and
place in lawmaking, law interpretation and law realization process from the viewpoint of historical analysis. It is
analyzed different approaches to the understanding of this theoretical and law phenomenon and also the necessity to
use technical and law means and ways in the process of law norm creation.
Key words: judicial technique, judicial construction, law, law making, law realization, judicial means.

Jlurepatypa

. [Ipo6nems! ropunuueckoii Texauku / [Tox pea. B.M. bapanosa. H. Hosropoxu, 2000.

. fFOpmaesa E.A. 3akoHoaTenbHas TEXHUKA B POCCUIICKON UMIIEPUU U HEKOTOPbIE METOAUYECKHE
BOIIPOCHI NPETojaBaHus I0PUANIECKUX TUCIUILUINH B By3ax // IOpunuueckoe oOpazoBaHue U HayKa.
2001. Ne 2.

. llImammnep P. CylHOCTb ¥ 3aJa4u IpaBa U mpaBoBeneHus. M., 1908.

. Bunasep A.M. 3axononarensHas Texuuka // [IpaBo u xu3Hb. 1926. Ne 2-3.

. Braoumupcxkuii-byoanoe M.®. O630p ucropun pycckoro mnpasa. M., 2005.

. Xsocmoeé B.M. O0mas Teopus npasa. M., 1914.

. Kopxynoe H.M. Jlexum 1o o6meit Teopuu npasa. CI16., 1883; [llepwenesuu I'.@. O6mias Teopus npana.
M., 1911.

N -

~NOo ok W

Pocmosckuit iopuduueckuii uncmumym MBJI Poccuu 21 urona 2010 2.




