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ITPABO
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MEXAHHW3M IPABOBOI'O BO3JIEMCTBHUA
B KOHTEKCTE TEOPUMH ITPABA JI.U. HETPAKUIIKOT'O

HU.B. Byxaposa

Ananuzupyemcs mMexaHusm npagoeo2o 6o3oelucmeus 6 Konwmexcme meopuu npaea JLU. Ilempadicuyxozo.
H3yuenue npasosoii doxmpunwvl JI.H. [lempasicuyxkozo modxircem cnocobcmeosams peuleHuto npooiem, c8a3aHHbIX C
3anoiHeHuemM npobenos U yCmpaHeHuem HesICHOCmel CO8PeMeHHOU Meopuu npagogozo 8030elicseUs U NPaso8ozo
MexaHusma.

Kniouesvie cnosa: cospemennvlii meopemuko-npasogoii OUCKYPC, MeXAHU3M NpA8o8o20 8030elCeuUs,
UHMYUMUBHOE NPABO, Y2O0L08HOE 3AKOHOOAMENbCMBO.

The author analyzes the impact of the legal mechanism in the context of the theory of law, LI
Petrazhitsky. It is concluded that the study of the legal doctrine of L.I. Petrazhitsky can contribute to solving the
problems associated with the filling of holes and gray areas of the modern theory of the legal impact and legal
framework.
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