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Y.II. Taimacxanos

Paccmompenvt npobnemul 2enezuca u memooonocuu noHamus npasosou udeair. OOHUM U3 OUCKYCCUOHHBIX
BONPOCO8 UCCTEO0B8ANUL NPABOBO20 UOEANd U €20 Yepm AGISAEMCs OMOPEAHHOCMb HENO3HABAEMO20 UOEdbHO20
npasa om npagogou OeucmeumenbHOCmu (PearbHocmu), Hac okpyscalowel. Jannas npobrema He peuleHa HU 8
00HOU U3 Meopull Npagoeoco udeara 00 Ce200HAWHUX OHell, KOMmOopvle YMEepHcOaom HeB03MONCHOCHb
cosMeuleHusl npagogozo udeand ¢ OOBEeKMUBHbIMU PeanusMu U HeNno3HABAeMOCHb NPABOBO20 UOedNd NO
OMHOWEHUIO K NPABOBOL OeUCMEUMENbHOCIU, OMCYMCMEUe Yy Hee XapaKmepa udeaibHOCh.

Kniouegvie crnosa: npasosoii udeai, 2enesuc, Memooono2us, I0puouiecKds HayKa.

The problems of the genesis of the concept and methodology of legal ideal is considered. It is noted that one of
the controversial questions of legal research of the ideal and its features is isolation of legal rights from reality that
surrounds us. The problem, by its nature, has not been solved by any of the legal theories of the ideal to the present
day, that claim the impossibility of combining law with the objective realities of the ideal law in relation to the legal
validity and the lack of character ideal.
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