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The article is devoted to understanding the methodology of scientific research in the field of law enforcement
as a system of principles, approaches, methods, and research procedures that ensure objective knowledge of law
enforcement phenomena, the functioning of law enforcement agencies, and mechanisms for ensuring law and
order. In this context, methodology is considered not only as a set of technical research tools, but as a holistic
theoretical and cognitive construct that determines the logic of scientific research, methods of interpreting
empirical data, and criteria for the scientific validity of conclusions. Its analysis in a general theoretical dimension
allows us to reveal the nature and structure of scientific knowledge in the field of law enforcement, outline its place
in the system of legal science, and determine its significance for improving law enforcement practices in the context
of modern transformations.

The issues of content and structure of research methodology in the law enforcement sphere are becoming
particularly relevant in connection with the complication of the crime situation, the development of new forms of
offenses, and the growing demands for the effectiveness of law enforcement agencies. Scientific understanding of
these processes requires the use of interdisciplinary approaches, a combination of general scientific and specialized
legal methods, as well as critical analysis of law enforcement practice. It is the methodology that determines the
researcher's tools: from the choice of the object and subject of research to the formulation of hypotheses, the
selection of methods of analysis, and the generalization of results. It serves as a conceptual basis that allows
avoiding superficiality, one-sidedness, and methodological errors in scientific conclusions.

A properly structured research methodology ensures the systematicity, logical consistency, and evidential
value of scientific results, which is of fundamental importance for the formation of sound recommendations for
improving law enforcement activities. It contributes to raising the level of scientific reflection on the practice of
applying legal norms, allows for assessing the effectiveness of legal mechanisms for combating offences, and also
for adapting national approaches to international standards in the field of security and human rights protection.

The methodology of scientific research in law enforcement cannot be viewed merely as a set of formalized
procedures, techniques, or standard methods of scientific inquiry. In fact, it serves as the fundamental basis for
the formation and development of legal science in the field of law enforcement, determining the logic, tools, and
direction of the research process. It is thanks to a properly formed methodological basis that scientific research
acquires systematicity, scientific validity, and internal consistency.

The methodology provides an opportunity for in-depth and comprehensive understanding of complex legal
phenomena arising in the sphere of law enforcement, crime prevention, and protection of human and civil rights
and freedoms. It contributes to the formation of reliable scientific conclusions based not only on empirical
observations, but also on the comprehensive use of general scientific, special legal, and interdisciplinary research
methods. Thanks to this, scientific knowledge in the field of law enforcement becomes more profound, systematic,
and capable of explaining the patterns of functioning of legal institutions and law enforcement mechanisms.

At the same time, scientific research methodology performs an important practical function. It creates an
intellectual basis for developing effective recommendations for improving the activities of law enforcement
agencies and optimizing mechanisms for ensuring legality, law and order, and public safety. Scientifically sound
research results allow for the formation of theoretically balanced and practically significant decisions that can be
used in rule-making, law enforcement management, and law enforcement practice.

In today's world, where law enforcement systems face new threats — such as the rise of transnational crime,
cybercrime, and information warfare, as well as challenges related to martial law and security transformations
within the state — the importance of scientific research methodology is growing significantly. It is precisely the
methodological sophistication of research that enables legal science to respond quickly to these challenges and
propose adequate theoretical models and practical mechanisms for overcoming them.

Thus, the methodology of scientific research in law enforcement appears as a key factor in the development of
legal science and improving the effectiveness of law enforcement practice. It not only determines the quality of
scientific knowledge, but also shapes the intellectual potential of the law enforcement system, contributing to its
ability to ensure an adequate level of law and order, protection of human rights, and stability of the state's legal
system.
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Formulation of the problem

Legal science has developed as a result of systematic scientific activity aimed at
understanding the phenomena of law and the state in all their complexity and
multidimensionality. It encompasses both the theoretical level of understanding the patterns of
emergence, functioning, and development of state and legal institutions, as well as the applied
dimension related to the study of specific mechanisms of legal regulation, forms of organization
of state power, and the practice of implementing legal norms. In this sense, legal science is not
limited to abstract generalizations, but seeks to explain the real processes taking place in society
and to influence their regulation through the improvement of legal means.

The peculiarity of legal science lies in its close connection with practice. It is designed not
only to interpret current legislation or analyze law enforcement activities, but also to form the
conceptual foundations for the development of the legal system, offer scientifically sound
recommendations for improving regulatory and legal acts, increasing the effectiveness of state
authorities, and ensuring an adequate level of law and order. That is why legal research has a
distinctly applied nature: its results must be suitable for use in lawmaking, judicial practice, law
enforcement, and the legal education system.

At the same time, legal knowledge is characterized by a high level of logical structure. It is
built on the basis of clearly defined concepts, categories, and legal constructs that are interrelated
and form a coherent system. Such formalization and conceptual precision are determined by the
specificity of law itself as a normative regulator of social relations. Legal science has to use
categories that are unambiguous, consistent, and suitable for practical application. This is what
ensures its scientific certainty, the soundness of its conclusions, and the possibility of verifying
and using them in law-making and law enforcement activities.

At the same time, jurisprudence appears as a complex, multi-level, and internally
differentiated system of scientific knowledge covering various directions, schools, fields, and
forms of research activity. It is not limited to the interpretation of legal norms or the analysis of
legislation, but includes the development of fundamental theories, the formulation of scientific
laws and principles, the advancement of hypotheses, the consideration of problematic aspects of
legal development, and the development of appropriate methodological tools. Its content consists
of interrelated concepts and categories, concepts and doctrines, scientific facts and
generalizations, which together form a complete picture of legal reality.

The complexity of the object of cognition — law and the state as socially conditioned,
historically changing, and value-laden phenomena — necessitates the constant improvement of
legal science methodology. Legal reality is in a state of constant transformation under the
influence of political, economic, cultural, and technological changes. Therefore, scientific
approaches that were sufficient at a certain stage of society's development need to be revised,
refined, or supplemented with new research methods over time. The emergence of modern
interdisciplinary analysis strategies, the active use of empirical data, statistical methods,
sociological surveys, psychological and political interpretations testify to the desire of
jurisprudence to adequately reflect the multidimensionality of legal reality.
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The requirement for comprehensiveness, objectivity, and scientific reliability of legal
research results necessitates the comprehensive application of various methods in their
interconnection and complementarity. This involves the harmonious combination of traditional
formal-legal, dogmatic, and systemic-structural approaches to jurisprudence with the latest
sociological, philosophical, political, and psychological tools of analysis. It is also important to
ensure an appropriate balance between theoretical generalizations and empirical observations,
between the normative and social dimensions of law. Only under such conditions can a complete
and adequate understanding of legal phenomena be achieved.

Therefore, the development of modern jurisprudence is impossible without constant
improvement of its methodological foundations. This is what determines the relevance of
studying the peculiarities of organizing and conducting scientific research in the field of
jurisprudence, since the quality of scientific conclusions and their practical significance for the
legal system as a whole depends on the level of methodological culture of the researcher.

Analysis of recent research and publications

Recently, more and more scientific research in the field of jurisprudence has been devoted
to issues of methodology and organization of scientific activity. In domestic legal science, the
problem of methodology has been studied by such scholars as Yu. Barabash, Yu. Bisaga, S. Bostan,
O. Duftniuk, M. Kelman, V. Kovalchuk, M. Kozubra, O. Skakun, O. Skrypnyuk, S. Slyvka, P.
Rabinovite, R. Lukich, I. Fedochik hand others. A number of scholars have studied the
peculiarities of conducting scientific research in the field of criminology, economic crime, and
state-legal phenomena [5, 4, 1, 3]. In particular, the types and functions of scientific research were
studied by such scholars as V. B. Biedna, O. V. Kustovska, Yu. P. Loboda, O. F. Skakun,
G. S. Tsekhmistrova, and others.

The purpose of this article is to comprehensive analysis of the characteristics of the use
of modern methods and research techniques in the scientific and legal sphere, clarification of their
theoretical basis, functional purpose, and practical effectiveness. The study aims to reveal the
specifics of combining traditional formal legal approaches with the latest interdisciplinary tools
of cognition, determine their place in the methodology of legal science, and outline the criteria for
their appropriate application depending on the subject and objectives of a particular study.
Particular attention is paid to assessing the ability of modern methods to ensure the objectivity,
consistency, and evidential value of scientific results, as well as their ability to contribute to a
deeper understanding of legal reality in the context of social transformations.

Presentation of the main material of the study

Legal science, as part of the social sciences, focuses on the study of social relations that arise
between individuals, social groups, organizations, and state institutions. Its object is not only
formal legal norms, but also the living legal reality — the interaction between the individual and
the state, mechanisms for regulating behavior, and ways of ensuring justice and law and order.
That is why jurisprudence has a distinct humanistic orientation: it is designed to serve people,
protect their dignity, rights, and legitimate interests.

The main task of legal science is to promote the harmonious development of the individual
through the improvement of state and legal institutions. It should help to identify and remove
legal, organizational, and social barriers that hinder the full realization of human and civil rights
and freedoms. This involves creating regulatory and institutional conditions under which human
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potential can be realized as effectively as possible and state governance mechanisms can operate
in the interests of society. In this context, legal science is not only a tool for analyzing current
legislation, but also a factor in its improvement, aimed at ensuring the rule of law and social
justice.

At the same time, scientific legal research has its own subject specificity, determined by the
normative nature of law and the peculiarities of state-legal phenomena. It is based on the relevant
methodology, conceptual apparatus, and system of evidence, but in general terms it goes through
the same stages as any other scientific research: defining the problem, formulating goals and
objectives, selecting methods, collecting and analyzing material, summarizing results, and
formulating conclusions. Thus, legal research is the main form of obtaining scientific knowledge
about the state and law, which is carried out according to a clearly defined procedure and is aimed
at producing theoretically sound and practically significant results.

Before embarking on scientific research — regardless of its level, scale, or field — young
scientists need to thoroughly familiarize themselves with the basics of methodology and specific
methods of scientific work. It is methodological training that forms the intellectual foundation of
aresearcher, allowing them to avoid randomness in choosing a topic, superficiality in formulating
a problem, and methodological errors in the process of analyzing material. Scientific activity
cannot be based solely on intuition or interest in a particular topic — it requires clear logic, internal
consistency, and justification for each step.

The ability to correctly choose a scientific problem and specify it in the form of a research
topic is of particular importance. This stage involves not only determining the relevance and
scientific novelty, but also analyzing the state of development of the issue, clarifying existing
approaches and contradictions in the doctrine. Equally important are the skills of collecting,
systematizing, and critically analyzing facts, as well as researching the history of the formation
and development of the relevant issues. At the heart of any scientific work lies the researcher's
idea — a specific idea that determines the direction of the search, the structure of the research,
and the logic of the presentation of the material.

A deep and comprehensive study of any subject of knowledge —its essence, characteristics,
structure, functional characteristics, and dynamics of development — requires the application of
a whole range of methods. A single method, as a rule, is not capable of ensuring the completeness
and objectivity of scientific results. That is why a researcher must possess a variety of
methodological tools and be able to combine them depending on the tasks at hand.

The set of approaches, principles, methods, and techniques of scientific knowledge, as well
as the theoretical foundations for their use in the study of state and legal phenomena, form the
methodology of legal science. It defines the overall strategy of scientific research, ensures the
systematic and logical nature of the study, and is a necessary condition for obtaining reliable and
practically significant results.

One of the key tasks and, at the same time, professional duties of every scientist is to adhere
to the principle of objectivity when researching state and legal phenomena and processes. This
refers to the researcher's ability to remain impartial, refrain from ideological biases, personal likes
or dislikes, as well as preconceived judgments that may influence the results of scientific research.
Objectivity in scientific knowledge means striving to reproduce a phenomenon as it exists in
reality, taking into account both its positive and problematic or controversial aspects. Scientific
research should not embellish reality or conceal its shortcomings, nor should it exaggerate
negative features or attribute properties to phenomena that they do not actually possess.

Adherence to the principle of objectivity creates the preconditions for a deep understanding
of the essence of state-legal phenomena, understanding their nature, causes, and development
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trends. Only through unbiased analysis is it possible to establish the prerequisites for the
formation of a particular legal institution, identify its functional features, and determine its forms
of manifestation both in modern Ukraine and in foreign legal systems. Objectivity ensures the
reliability of conclusions and increases their scientific value, which is especially important in the
field of law, where research results can have practical implications for law-making and law
enforcement activities.

At the same time, the principle of objectivity is inextricably linked to the principle of
comprehensiveness of research. The latter involves considering legal phenomena not in isolation,
but in the context of their connections and interactions with other social, political, economic, and
cultural processes. Law as a social regulator does not exist outside society, therefore its full
understanding is possible only through analysis within the broader system of social relations.

The multifaceted nature of any legal phenomenon necessitates the application of a
systematic approach. Within the framework of such an approach, researchers can use various
modifications of it — structural-functional, which allows them to determine the internal structure
and functions of the elements of the legal system; system-activity, which focuses on the practical
implementation of norms and the role of legal subjects; system-genetic, aimed at studying the
historical preconditions and evolution of legal phenomena. The combination of these approaches
provides a holistic view of legal reality and contributes to the formation of profound and
scientifically sound conclusions.

When outlining the significance of the methodological approach within the framework of a
specific scientific study, it is more appropriate to talk not so much about its decisive influence on
the very direction of movement towards truth, but rather about the formation of a certain
perspective on the subject of cognition. Methodology does not dictate to the researcher the only
possible path to the result, but rather sets the optics through which the phenomenon under study
is viewed, determines the logic of its interpretation, and the coordinate system within which the
analysis is carried out.

This approach is based on established axiomatic propositions regarding the nature of
scientific knowledge. Research always has a certain direction, determined by the initial theoretical
assumptions, chosen principles, and value orientations of the researcher. At the same time, the
path to knowledge is not a mechanically determined set of steps, but rather a complex process of
comprehension in which methodology serves as an intellectual guide. It helps to structure the
material, define the boundaries of analysis, set priorities, and avoid chaos in conclusions.

The methodological approach should be understood as a tool for forming a scientific
perspective that influences the way a problem is viewed and interpreted, rather than as a rigid
algorithm that automatically determines the truth. It is through this prism that the integrity of
the research and its conceptual clarity are ensured [2, c. 58].

In addition to proper methodological training, conducting modern scientific research
requires reliance on the appropriate culture of thinking and the use of relevant intellectual
technologies for scientific research. This refers to the researcher's ability to work within the latest
conceptual models, critically reflect on existing approaches, and integrate various theoretical tools
depending on the complexity of the object of knowledge. In the social sciences, particularly in law,
this is of particular importance, as the processes under study are multidimensional, dynamic, and
closely linked to human activity.

One of the most productive areas of analysis of social processes and systems is considered
to be the organizational approach, or organizational theory. Within its framework, social
phenomena are viewed as complex systems with their own structure, functions, mechanisms of
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self-regulation, and development. This approach allows us to study law not only as a set of norms,
but as an integral social system that interacts with other subsystems of society. At the same time,
the organizational approach blends well with non-classical and post-classical paradigms of
scientific development, which emphasize the openness of systems, their non-linearity, multi-
variant development, and dependence on value and cultural factors.

In modern jurisprudence, this means the need to go beyond exclusively classical, formal-
dogmatic analysis. The main task of the researcher is to combine the achievements of classical
legal methodology with the tools of non-classical and post-classical science. Such a synthesis
requires taking into account the socio-cultural context, the role of the subject of cognition,
interdisciplinary connections, and the complex nature of legal reality.

At the same time, this path is not easy. It requires solving a number of complex theoretical
and practical tasks: coordinating different methodological levels of analysis, defining the limits of
application of new approaches, overcoming the inertia of traditional thinking, and developing a
new methodological culture in legal science. However, it is precisely this integrative approach that
opens up opportunities for a deeper and more adequate understanding of contemporary state and
legal processes.

Conclusions

At the current stage of development of legal science, methodology plays a much broader role
than simply being a tool for clarifying the differences between the object and subject of research.
It acts as a driving force for the renewal of jurisprudence, contributes to the formation of new
scientific knowledge, and opens up opportunities for a deeper understanding of legal reality. It is
thanks to the use of modern conceptual ideas, well-thought-out methodological approaches, and
a variety of tools that legal science is able to respond to the challenges of the times and integrate
the achievements of related fields of knowledge. It is important that the methodological basis of
the research corresponds to the current level of scientific development and takes into account the
latest theoretical developments and trends in interdisciplinary interaction.

In the process of conducting scientific research in the field of jurisprudence, it is necessary
to comprehensively apply various methods of cognition. No single method can ensure the
completeness and objectivity of the analysis of complex state-legal phenomena. Therefore, the
researcher must not only select the appropriate methods, but also determine the logic of their use,
sequence, and interaction. The combination of methods must be conscious and purposeful,
forming an orderly system of actions aimed at achieving scientific results.

It is precisely this orderly, logically structured, and methodologically sound set of steps that
constitutes the essence of research activity. It involves clear planning, consistent analysis of
material, critical reflection on the results obtained, and the formulation of well-founded
conclusions. Thus, methodology in modern jurisprudence appears not only as the theoretical
foundation of science, but also as a practical mechanism for organizing scientific research,
ensuring its effectiveness and scientific value.

Prospects for further scientific research

It is important to clearly distinguish between relevant concepts in the field of scientific
activity. The methodology of scientific research in law enforcement is a system of principles,
approaches, and conceptual guidelines that determine the general logic of understanding law
enforcement processes, mechanisms for ensuring law and order, and the functioning of relevant
institutions. It forms the theoretical basis of the research, outlines its boundaries, determines the
way of viewing the problem, and directs the intellectual search of the researcher.
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At the same time, methods and research procedures are practical tools for implementing
this methodology. They include specific ways of collecting, analyzing, and interpreting
information, modeling law enforcement processes, evaluating the effectiveness of law
enforcement agencies, and summarizing empirical data. If the methodology sets the conceptual
framework for the study, the methods ensure its practical implementation in the form of
sequential research actions.

Thus, the effectiveness of scientific research in the field of law enforcement is achieved
through a harmonious combination of methodological principles and specific research methods.
A conscious choice and rational combination of research approaches allows for obtaining
objective, logically verified, and practically significant results. The use of a specific methodological
strategy does not mean the mechanical application of individual methods, but their systematic
combination for the purpose of in-depth and comprehensive analysis of law enforcement
practices and the development of sound recommendations for their improvement.
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Cmamms npucesueHa oCMUCAEHHIO Mem000102ii HayKkosux docaidxcets Y cdepi npasooxopoHHol disabHOCMi
AK cucmemu npuHyunis, nioxodis, memodis i docaldHUYbKUX Npoyedyp, Wo 3abe3neuyroms 06 eKkmueHe NIBHAHHA
A6UL, NPABO3acmocy8aHHs, GYHKYIOHYBAHHA NPABOOXOPOHHUX OpP2AHI8  Ma MexaHi3mie 3abe3neueHHs
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npasonopadky. Memodonoz2is Yy UbOMYy KOHIMEKCMi pP0324A20aembCs He Auwe K CYKYNHICMb MeXHIUHUX
iHCMpyMmeHmie 00CAI0NHCeHHS, a K YLAICHA MeopemuKo-ni3Ha8aabHa KOHCMPYKYI, WO 6U3HAUAE N021KY
HAYK08020 NOWYKY, cnocobu iHmepnpemauyii emnipuuHux OaQHUX Ma Kpumepii Hayxoe8oi obTpyHmMosaHocmi
sucHoexie. Ii anaais y sazaabHomeopemuunomy 6umipi 0036019€ POSKPUMU NPUPOdY 1l CMPYKMYPY HAYKOB020
Ni3HaHHA 8 NPasooxXopoHHill cdepi, oxkpecaumu ii micue 8 cucmemi PUOUHHOT HAYKU, A MAKOH BUSHAUUMU
3HaueHHs 019 00CKOHA/IeHHS NPAKMUKU NPAB00XOPOHHOT OILAbHOCTE 8 YMOBAX CYUACHUX MPAHCPHOPpMaytil.

Ilpobaemamuxa 3micmy ma cmpykmypu memodoaoeii docaidxceHb Y NpasooxopoHHiil cdepi Habysae
0c0061u801 axmyanbHoCMi Y 38’23KY 3 YCKAAOHEHHAM KPUMIHO2EHHOT cumyayii, po3eumxom HO8ImHix opm
npasonopywieHds 1 3POCMAHHAM B8UMO2 do egexmusHocmi OisLnbHOCMI NPABOOXOpoHHUX opeanis. Hayxose
OCMUCAEHHA  Yux —npoyecis nompebye BUKOPUCMAHHA  MINCOUCYUNATHAPHUX Ni0X00i8, NOEOHAHHA
3a2a1bHOHAYKOBUX 1 CNeylanbHo- }opuaulmux Memoois, a Makox} Kpumu1Ho20 aHani3y npasosacmocoeuoz
npakmuxu. Came memodoao2ia eusHauae iHcmpymenmapiil docaioHuxa: 6i0 eubopy ob’exkma i npedmema
docaidxcenus do gopmyatosanHa 2inomes, 0060py mMemodie aHaai3y ma YysazanrbHeHHA pe3yavmamis. BoHa
8UCMYNA€e KOHUENMYAAbHOK 0CHOB010, WO 0036049€ YHUKAMU NOBEPX080CMI, 00HOOTHHOCMI Ul MemMO0d0.A02TUHUX
NOMUAOK Y HAYKOBUX 8UCHOBKAX.

Hanexcno subydysana memodoaozis docaidxceHHs 3abe3nevye CUCMEMHICMb, N021YHY NOCAI008HICMb 1
dokasosicmb HAYKOBUX pe3yabmamis, WO MAE NPUHYUNOBE 3HAUEHHS 045 (POPMYBAHHA OOTPYHMOBAHUX
pexomeHdayiil w000 800CKOHANEHHS NPABOOXOPOHHOT disibHocmi. BoHa cnpuse nidsuwjeHHO PiBHA HAYKOBO1L
pedaexcii wodo npakmuku 3acmocys8axHHs HOpm Npasa, 0038014€ OYTHUMU ePeKMUBHICMb NPABOBUX MEXAHIZMIE
npomudii NPasonopyweHHIM, @ Makoxc adanmysamu HAyloHAAbHI Nidxo0u 00 MIXCHAPOOHUX cmaHdapmie y
cgepi 3abe3neuerHsn He3nexu ma 3axucmy npas AOUHU.

Memodoaozia Haykosux 00CAI0NHCeHb Y NPABOOXOPOHHIU OILAbHOCMI He MOdce POo32A20amuca auwle K
cyxynHicmv GopmanizosaHux npoyedyp, mexHix uu cmaHdapmHux npuiiomie Haykosozo nowykxy. Hacnpagoi
6oHa sucmynae PyndameHmanbHO 0CHOBOHO g‘iopmyeanwz ma possumxy topuduuroi Hayku Yy cgepi
NpasooxopoHHOI OiAbHOCMI, BUSHAUAIOUU N02IKY, HCmpymenmapiil i Hanpam docaidHuybkozo npoyecy. Came
3a605KU HanexcHo c@dopmosarili memodoao2iunill 6a3i Hayxosi 00cAi0HceHHS HAbYs8awoms CuCmeMHOCMI,
Haykoeoi obTpyHMosaHocmi ma 8HYMpIWHbOI Y3200 ceHocmi.

Memodoaoeia 3abesneuye moxcaugicmy 2aub0x020 it 8cebIUHO20 NIZHAHHA CKAAOHUX NPABOBUX A8UW, WO
suHuKarmo y cgepi 3abeaneueHHs npasonopaoxy, bopomuvodu 31 3104UHHICTIO, 3axucmy npas i c60600 A00uHU
ma epomadsHuHa. Bona cnpuse gpopmysarHio docmosipHuUX HAQYKOBUX BUCHOBKIS, AKI I'PYHMYI0MbCA He Aulle Ha
eMNIPUYHUX CNOCMEePeNdceHHAX, a 1 HA KOMNAEKCHOMY BUKOPUCMAHHI 3A2aAbHOHAYKOBUX, CNeyianbHo-
opuduuHux 1 MIHCOUCYUNATHADHUX Memo0di8 0ocaldxiceHHA. 3asdaku UuboMy HayKoee 3HAHHA Y cgepi
NPasooxopoHHol ditabHoCcMI cmae 6inbW 2AUOOKUM, CUCEMHUM 1 30AMHUM NOACHI8AMU 3AKOHOMIpHOCMI
PYHKUIOHYBAHHA NPABOBUX THCMUMYMIE8 MA NPABOOXOPOHHUX MEXAHIZMIE.

BodHnouac memodonozin Haykosux 00cAidiceHb BUKOHYE eaxcausy npakmuuny ¢@yHkyiro. Bona cmeoproe
iHmenexmyanvHe niorpyHms 04 po3pobaeHHs edekmusHux pekomendauill w000 800CKOHANEHHA OlabHOCMI
NPABoOXOPOHHUX OP2aHi8, onmumidayli MexaHiamie 3abe3neueHHs 3aKOHHOCMI, NPasonopsadky ma nybaruHoi
6e3nexu. Haykoso obTpyHmosati pesyavmamit 00caioxceHsb 003804510Mb HopmMyeamil meopemuuHo 8UsadxceHl
ma NpakmuuHo 3HAUYWl pileHHs, AKI MOXCYmdb 6Yymu 8UKOPUCMAHI Y HOpMOMEOopUiil 0iNbHOCMI, YNPasATHHI
NpasooxopoHHUMU THCMUMYyYiamMu ma npakmuyi npaso3acmocy8aHHs.

Y cyuacHux ymosax, xoau npasooxopoHHA CUCMeMA CMUKAEMbCS 3 HOBUMU 3A2P0O3amil — 3POCMAHHAM
MPAHCHAYIOHANBLHOT 310MUHHOCM, KIOep3A0UUHI8, IHPOPMAYILHIUX 8NAUBLE, A MAKONC BUKAUKAMIU, NO6 A3AHUMU
3 BOEHHUM CMAHOM 1 6e3NeK08UMU MPAHCHOPMAYIIMU 0ePHCABU, — SHAUEHHS Mem 0004021l HaYKo8UX 00CA10YceHb
cymmeeo 3pocmae. Came mMemo0do.1021uHa npooymaHicms docaidrceHs 3abe3neyye 30amHicms PUOUHHOT HAYKU
onepamueHo peazysamu Ha Ui BUKAUKU, NPONOHYy8amu adexk8amui meopemuuHi modeai ma NPaKmMuuHi
MeXaHiZMU iX NOOOAAHHS.

Taxum YUHOM, MeMO0A0N0218 HAYKOBUX O0CAIONHCEHb Y NPABOOXOPOHHIU OiLAbHOCMI NOCMAE AK KA0HOBULL
YUHHUK PO368UMKY 10pUOUUHOL HayKu ma nidsulyeHHs eieKMueHOCMI NPasooxopoHHoi npakmuku. Bona He auwe
BU3HAYUAE AKICMb HAYKOB020 NIZHAHHA, ane il opmye THMeAeKMYarbHUL NOMEeHYIAN CUCTEeMU NPABOOXOPOHHUX
opeaHis, cnpusovu ixHill 30amHocmi 3abe3neuysamu HaAexcHUll piseHb NPAsonopaoKy, 3axucm npas AouHU
ma cmabiNbHICMb NPABosoi cucmemu 0epicasu.

Kaouoei crosa: memodoaoeisa Haykogux docaidxceHv, | Jama nepwoz2o HadxolxceHHs cmammi 0o
NPaeooxopoHHa OiAAbHICMb, Memo00a02i1 HAyKosux | 8uOaHHA: 19.06.2026

docaidxceHds Ak HagHanabHa ducyunaiia, npasomseopuicms, | /[ama npuithHammsa cmammi 00 OpYyKy nicas
npaso3acmocosua OiAbHICMb, 3AKOH, 3aKOHOO0ABCMEBO, | peyeH3y8aHHA: 06.03.2026

HaBuanbHa JucyunaiHa. Jama nybaixayii: 29.06.2026
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