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Abstract

Hunting is an integral part of the relationship between man and nature, with both cultural and economic significance.
In today's society, hunting not only ensures the regulation of wild animal populations, but is also an important means
of maintaining the sustainability of ecosystems. Hunting, as one of the oldest areas of human activity, is important
both culturally, economically and environmentally. Historically, hunting played a decisive role in human survival, but
in modern society hunting has become not only a way to regulate wild animal populations, but also a significant means
of nature conservation. Despite its benefits, hunting often raises many ethical, legal and practical issues related to wildlife
protection, hunters' rights and public interests. The legal regulation of this activity often faces complex challenges that
arise due to changing social, ecological and economic conditions. This article aims to analyze aspects of legal regula-
tion of hunting, identifying theoretical and practical problems. Research objectives. To determine the theoretical aspects
of the institute of hunting. To analyze the regulations governing the institution of hunting. To determine the theoretical
and practical problems of legal regulation of the institution of hunting. Provide suggestions for improving the legal situa-
tion. Methodology. To properly disclose the topic of the dissertation and achieve the set goals and objectives, the following
research methods were used: system analysis, logical-analytical, comparative, document analysis and meta-analysis. The
method of systematic analysis was used to thoroughly study the conditions and procedure of hunting. This method revea-
led the logical connections between legal acts and their interaction with other legal norms. The meta-analysis method was
used to analyze the publications of both Lithuanian and foreign scientists and provided an opportunity to carefully study
the opinions of various authors and systematically evaluate theoretical studies on the use of natural resources and their
practical aspects related to the regulation of this sector. Results. In national law, the legal regulation of hunting is not
comprehensively and comprehensively regulated to achieve the main goal, therefore it only partially ensures the proper
regulation of the activities of this institute. This has proven to be the case, since under the currently valid legal regulation
of hunting, hunters often face difficulties in understanding in which cases hunting is legal due to ambiguous provisions in
legal acts. The distribution of institutional competencies is insufficiently defined. Hunting helps regulate animal popula-
tions to prevent the overpopulation of certain species, which could cause damage to the ecosystem or other species. It also
contributes to the regional economy by generating income from licenses, tourism and related activities. The main princi-
ples of hunting regulation: balanced management of the population of game animals, protection of biodiversity and nat-
ural habitats, compliance with hunting ethics, resolution of conflicts between hunters and society. Courts often examine
disputes regarding the boundaries of hunting areas, the procedure for use and the granting of rights to hunting groups.
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Introduction. Relevance of the topic. The topic
is relevant and significant from both an academic
and practical point of view. The scientific novelty
of the work and the possibilities of practical applica-
tion are highlighted through the importance and rele-
vance of this topic, since the legal regulation of hunt-
ing is directly related to ecological, legal and social
challenges. The thoroughly analyzed theoretical
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and practical aspects and the recommendations pro-
vided can be a significant contribution not only to
academic research, but also to practical efforts to
ensure legality, sustainability and effective manage-
ment of hunting. The novelty of the work is mani-
fested in the fact that this work systematically exam-
ines the theoretical and practical problems of hunting
regulation to highlight how legal, social and ecolog-
ical factors interact with each other. Although indi-
vidual aspects of hunting have been studied previ-
ously, the work focuses on their integrated analysis,
covering not only the national but also the interna-
tional legal context. The conclusions and proposals
of the work can be useful for legislators and respon-
sible institutions when preparing new legal acts or
improving existing ones, in order to better harmonize
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the legal regulation of hunting activities with ecolog-
ical and social goals.

Problem Statement. When analyzing the Institute
of Legal Regulation of Hunting, the following main
problems are distinguished:

First, regarding the legal regulation of violati-
ons of hunting rules in the territory of the Republic
of Lithuania: in the practice of legal regulation
of hunting, one of the most prominent and most
common problems is violations of hunting rules,
which have a negative impact not only on wildlife,
but also on the entire hunting management sys-
tem. These violations can be various — from illegal
hunting (poaching) to non-compliance with permit
requirements, which indicates that there are gaps in
both legal acts and their implementation and control
mechanisms.

Second, improper practice of using hunting
leaves. Hunting leaves are official documents that
record hunting data: hunting location, time, list
of hunters, species and quantities of hunted animals,
which are necessary to ensure the regulation of ani-
mal populations. In practice, legal problems arise
due to improper filling out and use of hunting leaves.
Hunting leaves are often not filled out immediately
after the hunt, so the data provided may be incorrect
or inaccurate. For example, there are cases when
the number of hunted animals is reduced to conceal
violations, or when inaccurate hunting locations are
indicated. Such actions not only violate legal acts
but also hinder accurate monitoring and regulation
of animal populations. There are also cases when
hunters falsify documents to conceal illegal hunting
or exceeding hunting limits. Supervision of the use
of hunting permits is often insufficient. Responsible
institutions do not always effectively check whether
the data provided in hunting permits corresponds to
the real situation, therefore such a situation creates
conditions for abuse and paves the way for violati-
ons of legal acts.

Thirdly, problems related to the time when hun-
ting is prohibited. Regulation of hunting time is one
of the most important elements of the legal regula-
tion of hunting, which is established to protect wild
animals at critical stages of their life, for example,
during the breeding or raising of young. In Lithuania,
hunting rules clearly indicate when and for which
species hunting is permitted, but in practice problems
often arise related to violations of these rules. One
of the main problems is hunting during the closed
season, when it is important to ensure peace and pro-
tection for certain species of animals.

The purpose of the article. To analyze aspects
of legal regulation of hunting, identifying theoretical
and practical problems.

Research objectives. To define the theoretical
aspects of the hunting institute. To analyze the legal
acts regulating the hunting institute.

To identify the theoretical and practical problems
of the legal regulation of the hunting institute.

To present proposals for improving the legal
situation.

Methodology of investigation. In order to pro-
perly reveal the topic of the thesis and achieve the set
goal and tasks, the following research methods were
used: systematic analysis, logical-analytical, compa-
rative, document analysis and meta-analysis.

The systematic analysis method was applied to
thoroughly examine the conditions and procedure
of hunting. This method identified logical relations-
hips between legal acts and their interaction with
other legal norms. Establishing a logical connection
between legal acts is particularly important, since
norms regulating similar legal relations are often
divided into different legal acts or parts thereof. The
logical-analytical method was used to critically assess
the area of legal regulation of hunting, analyzing in
detail the insights and opinions of various authors
on this topic. The comparative analysis method was
used to examine in detail and compare the legal featu-
res of legal regulation of hunting in different foreign
countries. Document analysis method. With the help
of the document analysis method, legal acts regula-
ting the legal relations of the hunting institute were
thoroughly examined. The meta-analysis method was
used to analyze the publications of both Lithuanian
and foreign scientists and provided an opportunity to
thoroughly examine the opinions of various authors
and systematically evaluate theoretical research on
the use of natural resources and their practical aspe-
cts related to the regulation of this sector.

1. The concept and goals of hunting

Hunting is one of the oldest human activities,
the purpose of which since the beginning of human
existence has been related to subsistence, ensuring
nutrition and defense against wild animals (Hart,
2018). In the modern context, hunting has acquired
a much more complex nature — it is not only a way
ofregulating the relationship between man and nature,
but also an important part of nature conservation,
population management, recreation and cultural heri-
tage (Mahboubi, et. al., 2024; Meltofte and Tettrup,
2024). From a legal point of view, hunting is defi-
ned as an activity related to the search, tracking, cat-
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ching or hunting of certain species of wild animals
in accordance with the established norms of legal
acts. In the legal acts of the Republic of Lithuania
(Lietuvos Respublikos medzioklés jstatymas. 2002;
Lietuvos Respublikos Konstitucija,1992; Law on
the Welfare and Protection of Animals of the Republic
of Lithuania, 1997, Code of Administrative Offences
of the Republic of Lithuania, 2015), hunting is
regulated as a set of actions regulating certain spe-
cies of animals, designed to protect the balance
of the ecosystem, ensure sustainable management
of animal populations and reduce the damage that ani-
mals can cause to agriculture, forestry or other areas
of human activity (Constitutional Court Resolution
of 13 May, 2005). Hunting is one of the forms
of use of animal resources, which has deep traditions
and is considered an ancient type of human activity
and a social institute. Game resources in the Republic
of Lithuania are part of the natural environment,
which the Constitution obliges to protect, rationally
use, restore and increase. The Law on Hunting was
adopted to regulate public relations related to the pro-
tection of game and its rational use in the territory
of Lithuania. According to the provisions of this law,
game animals living in the wild belong to the state
by right of ownership. Meanwhile, game animals
that have been caught or shot in accordance with
the law become the property of the user of the hunting
grounds who caught or shot them, with the exception
of hunting trophies — they belong to the person who
hunted the animal by right of ownership (Article 3(2)
of the Law on Hunting).

The concept of hunting is dynamic and depends
on many factors: legal, ecological, social and cultural
(Potratz, et. al., 2024). Legal factors of hunting inc-
lude the influence of laws regulating the procedure for
hunting, animal protection and territory management
(Strong and Silva, 2020). Ecological aspects are rela-
ted to the protection of natural resources, the balance
of species and the impact of hunting on ecosystems.
Social factors include the importance of hunting to
communities, its impact on the economy, local tradi-
tions and lifestyle (Gudelien¢, 2022). Cultural aspe-
cts are often associated with historical hunting tradi-
tions, moral attitudes and societal attitudes towards
nature and wildlife. All this makes hunting a complex
phenomenon that is constantly changing in response
to the needs and values of modern society.

2. Rights and obligations of users of hunting
areas

The rights and obligations of users of hunting
areas are regulated by laws and other legal acts to

ensure responsible use of natural resources and eco-
logical balance (Gudelien¢, 2022). Hunting areas,
which usually belong to states, municipalities or pri-
vate landowners, must be properly managed to main-
tain the biodiversity balance and ensure that hunting
is carried out in accordance with the established rules
(Order on the approval of the rules for hunting in
the territory of the Republic of Lithuania, 2000).

The rights and obligations of users of hunting areas
are regulated by Article 12 of the Law on Hunting
of the Republic of Lithuania, according to which
users of hunting areas have the following rights:

1. Hunting and use of resources: to hunt and use
game animal resources in accordance with the condi-
tions specified in the permit and other forms of wildlife
use provided for in the Law on Wildlife (Bal¢iauskas
and Kawata, 2022).

2. Protection and increase of resources: to pro-
tect game animal resources, promote their increase
and improve their living environment conditions.

3. Biotechnical measures and infrastructure: upon
agreement with landowners or managers, implement
biotechnical measures, install and use hunting infra-
structure (for example, fences, towers) and build
enclosures for keeping game animals (Gutauskas,
2024).

4. Financial assistance: in accordance with the Law
on the Environmental Protection Support Program
and the Law on the Special Program for Municipal
Environmental Protection Support, receive funding
for the improvement of game animal habitats, the res-
toration of rare and endangered species, the elimina-
tion of outbreaks of infectious diseases of wild ani-
mals and other purposes provided for in legal acts
(Goldberg, 2020; Harrison, and Chepstow-Lusty,
2024).

5. Extend the permit to use game animal resources
in a hunting area unit.

6. Pay fees for the use of game animal resources.

7. Do not hunt on land plots where their owners
have decided to prohibit hunting.

Users of hunting areas have the right to hunt in
accordance with the established rules and licenses.
If the area is owned by private individuals, they have
the right to allow or prohibit hunting on their land.
Hunting area users have the right to obtain licenses
and hunting quotas, which determine what animals
can be hunted, how many of them can be hunted,
and when it can be done (Kristopaityte, 2020). If
hunting areas have specially equipped infrastructure
(e.g., shooting ranges, wildlife observation points),
users can use them according to established rules. If
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hunting is carried out for commercial purposes (e.g.,
for tourism or sale), hunting area users are entitled
to a corresponding profit. Hunting area users must
ensure that hunting does not lead to harmful impacts
on ecosystems and biodiversity.

In the United States of America (USA), the rights
and obligations of hunting area users are regulated
at both the federal and state levels. The US system
is unique due to the importance of private landown-
ership and the role of the federal government in pro-
tecting wildlife. Hunting grounds can be public (state
or federal parks, preserves) or private, and rights
and responsibilities depend on the type of ownership
and local laws (Bennett and Postigo, 2024). Hunters
and users of hunting grounds have the right to hunt
on public and private lands, but only after obtaining
the appropriate licenses, permits, and in compli-
ance with state-established quotas and hunting sea-
son regulations. Private landowners have the right
to regulate who can hunt on their lands and when
(Wanyonyi Rodgers, 2024). They can also sell hunt-
ing rights to other individuals or organizations.
Hunters in the United States must respect the rights
of private landowners and the rules they have estab-
lished (Luneburg, 2024). Entering private land with-
out the owner's permission is considered a violation
of the law.

3. The problem of legal regulation of the hunt-
ing institute in judicial practice

The problematic of legal regulation of the Institute
of Hunting in court practice is justified by unclear
and ambiguous legal regulation. There are ambi-
guities in the Law on Hunting of the Republic
of Lithuania and other legal acts, which create con-
ditions for different interpretations of norms. For
example, disputes regarding the boundaries of hunt-
ing areas and the procedure for their use often arise
due to imprecise or incomplete regulatory provisions.
Legal regulation of hunting often faces a conflict
between environmental protection goals, the interests
of farmers and the needs of the hunting community
(Atalay, et. al., 2024). Court practice often examines
disputes regarding damage caused by wild fauna,
hunting of protected species or restrictions on hunt-
ing areas. Cases considered in courts show that prob-
lems often arise regarding the application of legal
norms in practice, e.g., cases of illegal hunting, vio-
lations of the permit issuance procedure or non-com-
pliance with hunting rules. The problems emerge
because of legal gaps, which encourages the search
for clearer, systematic regulation and stricter supervi-
sion mechanisms to ensure that hunting is carried out

legally and in a sustainable manner. Lithuanian court
practice has examined several cases related to viola-
tions of hunting rules. For example, negligent taking
of life in violation of hunting rules. For example, in
the Supreme Court (hereinafter referred to as the SCC)
criminal case No. 2K-205-489/2024 (Criminal Cases
Division of the Supreme Court of Lithuania, 2024.
June 21, 2024). According to the circumstances
of the case, D. R. was convicted of the fact that, being
a member of the Birzai District Bliginiai Hunting
Club, without having the right to hunt in the hunt-
ing area unit of the Birzai District Silai Hunting
Club, on March 31, 2021, from 10:30 p.m. to 23:41,
at an unspecified time in the investigation, in the vil-
lage of Papilis, Birzai district, near the Papilis pond
dam, while hunting in the dark, using a searchlight
to illuminate the hunting area, not being sure that his
shot would not be dangerous to other persons during
the hunt, due to criminal negligence, he fired a hunt-
ing rifle at an unidentified target and hit A. S., who
was spearfishing in the water, in the head. The victim
died from a gunshot wound to the head. The Supreme
Court of Lithuania (SLC) found D. Rutkauskas guilty
under Article 132, Part 3 of the Criminal Code — neg-
ligent taking of life in violation of hunting rules. The
court found that the hunter was not sure of the iden-
tity of the target and shot at an unidentified object,
thus violating the principles of hunting safety. This
case highlights the obligation of hunters to exercise
extreme caution and verify the identity of the target
before shooting. Carelessness and disregard for hunt-
ing rules can have tragic consequences, for which one
must answer under criminal law. A person was fined
for hunting without the necessary permit and hunt-
ing in prohibited areas, thus violating the Rules for
Hunting in the Territory of the Republic of Lithuania.
This case confirms that violations of hunting rules
can lead to administrative liability, including fines
and confiscation of hunting equipment. This high-
lights the need for hunters to comply with the estab-
lished rules and have all necessary permits.
Inappropriate use of hunting permits in Lithuania
is regulated by legislation, and case law in this area
emphasizes the responsibility of the hunting guide
for the correct filling in of hunting permits. The
Supreme Court of Lithuania has stated that the hunt-
ing permit is a document confirming the fact of hunt-
ing, and the hunting guide or the individual hunting
person is responsible for its correct filling in (Review
of the Case Law of the Supreme Court of Lithuania
2023). If an animal is hunted during a hunt, but this
is not recorded in the hunting permit, the respon-
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sibility lies with the hunting guide. For example,
in a case where a male red deer was hunted during
a hunt, but this was not recorded in the hunting per-
mit, the court found that the responsibility lies with
the hunting guide, and not with other persons partici-
pating in the hunt (Administrative Offences Division
of the Supreme Court of Lithuania, 2023). The panel
of judges in this case explained that, according to
the Hunting Rules, the illegality of hunting, caus-
ing damage to nature, is determined not by the fact
of hunting the animal itself, but by the failure to enter
the relevant data about the hunted animals in the hunt-
ing sheet in accordance with the established proce-
dure before they are transported from the hunting area
unit where they were hunted, or before their process-
ing begins. Paragraph 23 of the Rules establishes that
the hunting leader or an individual hunter is respon-
sible for the correct completion of the hunting sheet
in accordance with the requirements of Paragraph
22 of the Rules, and the hunter must inform the hunting
leader about the hunted animal. The Supreme Court
of Lithuania indicated that during the hunt, in which
the person held administratively liable participated,
an injured male red deer was hunted, but the hunting
of the animal was not recorded in the hunting sheet in
accordance with the established procedure. The per-
son held administratively liable, being a hunter, was
not the leader of this hunt, and moreover, the fact that
he participated in the hunt without a firearm is not
denied. The leader of the hunt was another person
who, according to the data established in the case,
hunted the wounded male red deer with a hunting
firearm himself, was himself near the hunted animal,
and therefore knew about this case; it was he who
was obliged to properly fill out the hunting sheet.
Conclusion. In national law, the legal regulation
of hunting is not comprehensively and comprehen-

sively regulated to achieve the main goal, there-
fore it only partially ensures the proper regulation
of the activities of this institute. This has proven to
be the case, since under the currently valid legal reg-
ulation of hunting, hunters often face difficulties in
understanding in which cases hunting is legal due to
ambiguous provisions in legal acts. The distribution
of institutional competencies is insufficiently defined.
Hunting helps regulate animal populations to prevent
the overpopulation of certain species, which could
cause damage to the ecosystem or other species. It
also contributes to the regional economy by gen-
erating income from licenses, tourism and related
activities.

Users of hunting areas have the right to hunt
according to established rules and licenses. If the area
belongs to private individuals, they have the right to
allow or prohibit hunting on their land. Users of hunt-
ing areas have the right to obtain licenses and hunt-
ing quotas, which determine which animals can be
hunted.

The main principles of hunting regulation: bal-
anced management of the population of game ani-
mals, protection of biodiversity and natural habitats,
compliance with hunting ethics, resolution of con-
flicts between hunters and society.

Courts often examine disputes regarding
the boundaries of hunting areas, the procedure for
use and the granting of rights to hunting groups. For
example, inconsistent land register data or inaccu-
rate definitions of legal acts cause conflicts between
the hunting community and other interested parties.
In cases regarding hunting during prohibited times
and with prohibited means, courts emphasize that
legal acts are not sufficiently clear regarding certain
conditions for issuing permits, which often becomes
the cause of violations.
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MHPOBJIEMMU TA BUKJIMKHN TPABOBOI'O PEI'YJIFOBAHHSA TOJIIOBAHHA:
HPUKJIAL JIMTBH

AHoTanis

AxTyanpHicTh Temu. [lomoBaHHS, SIK OOWH 3 HaWOAaBHIMINX BHIB AISTIBHOCTI JIIOAWHHU, MAa€ BRXINBE 3HAYCHHS
SIK 3 KyJIBTYpPHOI, €KOHOMIYHOI, TaK i 3 €KOJOTiYHOi TOYKM 30py. I[CTOpHYHO TONIOBaHHS BiAirpaBalio BHpIMIANbHY
POJb y BIDKHUBAHHI JIIOZICTBA, aJlle B Cy4aCHOMY CYCIUIBCTBI BOHO CTalO HE JIMIIE CIIOCOOOM PETYITIOBAHHS MOITYIALIN
JMKHUX TBapHH, a i 3HAYHUM 3ac000M OXOpOHH mpuponu. He3Baxkaroun Ha cBoi mepeBaru, MOJMIOBaHHS 4acTO BUKIIMKAE
KiJIbKa €THYHHX, NMPAaBOBUX Ta NPAKTUYHHUX IHTaHb, MOB'S3aHUX 13 3aXMCTOM JUKOI NMPHPOIM, NMpaBaMH MUCIHBLIB
Ta CyCHIJIbBHUMHM iHTepecaMu. IIpaBoBe perymoBaHHS Li€l AiSUIBHOCTI YaCTO CTUKAETHCS 31 CKIAAHUMH BHKIMKAMH, 110
BHHHKAIOTH Yepe3 3MiHy COLiaTbHUX, CKOJOTIYHNX Ta CKOHOMIYHMX YMOB. AKTYaJIbHICTH IIi€] TEMU BUSBISIETHCS TAKOXK
THM, III0 TIPABOBE PETYIIOBAHHS ITOJFOBAHHS OXOILIIOE 0araTo acheKTiB — BiJ 3aXHCTy TBapWH, 30epeKeHHS TPUPOTHIX
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CepeloBHILl iICHYBaHHS JI0 HANIsAY 3a AisuibHICTIO MuciuBLiB. IlocTanoBka 3agayi. [Ipu ananisi aismibHOCTI [HCTHTYTY
IIPaBOBOTO PETYINIOBAHHS TTOJIIOBAHHS BUIUISIOTHCS Taki OCHOBHI npoOnemu: [To-miepiie, momo mpaBoBOro peryinoBaHHs
TIOPYILICHb MPABIJI ITOJIOBaHHS Ha TepuTopii JInToBchkoi PecryOmniku: y mpakTuill MpaBoBOTO PEryTIOBaHHS MOMIOBAHHS
OZIHI€I0 3 HAlBUPA3HIMIKMX Ta HAUOMMPEHIMIMX NPOOIEM € MOPYILICHHS NPABUIT HOJIOBAHHS, SKi HETATHBHO BILTMBAIOThH
HE JIMIIEe Ha WKy IPHPOLY, a i Ha BCIO CUCTEMY YIIPABJIHHSA MHCIMBCHKUM TOcHoOnapcTBOM. Lli mopyIeHHS MOXYTbh
OyTH Pi3HOMaHITHUMH — BiJl HE3aKOHHOTO ITOJIIOBaHHS (OpaKOHBEPCTBA) 10 HEBUKOHAHHS BUMOT JTO3BOJIB, IO CBIUYUTH
PO HasIBHICTh NPOTAJIMH SIK Y MPaBOBHX aKTaX, TaK 1 B MexaHi3Max ix peanizauii Ta koHTpomo. [lo-apyre, HenpaBuibHA
MIPaKTHKa BUKOPUCTAHHS MUCJIMBCHKHX JINCTKIB. MUCIIMBCHKI JIMCTKU — 11€ OQililHI JOKYMEHTH, B IKUX (PIKCYIOThCS NaHi
PO TOJIFOBAHHS: MicIle MOJIIOBAHHSI, Yac, CIIMCOK MUCJIMBLIB, BUAN Ta KUIBbKICTH BITOJIOBAaHHS TBAPHH, L0 HEOOXiTHO
IU1st 3a0e3IeUeHHsl PeryioBaHHs MONyJsLii TBapuH. Ha mpakTuui npaBoBi mpoOieMn BUHUKAKOTh Yepe3 HEelPaBHIIbHE
3aIIOBHCHHSI Ta BHKOPHUCTAHHS MHCIMBCBKHX JIMCTKIB. MUCIHMBCBKI JIMUCTKH YacTO HE 3allOBHIOIOTBCS OAPa3y IICIA
MIOJIIOBAHHA, TOMY HaJlaHi JaHi MOXyTh OyTH HENpaBHJIBHHMH a00 HeTOUYHMMH. Hampukian, TparuIsfioThes BHIAIKH,
KOJIM KUIBKICTh BIIOJIFOBaHHS TBAPHH 3MEHIIYETHCS ISl IPUXOBYBaHHSI MOPYIIEHb, 200 KOJIM BKa3yIOThCsl HETOUHI MiCIIs
nosroBaHHs. TaKi J1ii He TMIIIe MOPYIIYIOTh 3aKOHOJIaBY1 aKTH, a H IEPEIKO/PKAI0Th TOUHOMY MOHITOPHHTY Ta PETyIIIOBAaHHIO
TOMYJISAIN TBapuH. TakoX TPAIUIIOTBCS BUIAAKHM, KOJM MHCIMBII TiIPOONSIOTE JOKYMEHTH, LI00 IpHXOBaTH
HE3aKOHHE MOJNIOBAHHA a00 MEepPEeBUILCHHS JIIMITIB MOMOBaHHA. Harisg 3a BUKOPUCTAHHSAM JIO3BOJIB Ha IOMIOBAHHS
4acTo € HeMOCTAaTHIM. BiAmoBiganpHi ycTaHOBH HE 3aBXKIHM €(EKTHBHO IEPEBIipAIOTH, UM BiNMOBINAIOTH daHi, HaBEACHI
B JI03BOJIaX Ha IIOJIIOBAaHHS, pealbHill CHTYyaIlil, TOMy Taka CHTyalisi CTBOPIOE YMOBH JUISl 3JIOBKMBAHb Ta BiJIKpHUBAE MIIAX
JULs TIOPYIIEHb 3aKOHO/IaBuMX akTiB.Ilo-TpeTe, mpobiemu, OB'sI3aHi 3 4aCOM, KOJIU ITOJF0OBaHHs 3a00poHeHO. PerymoBaHHs
Yacy MOJIOBAHHS € OJHUM 3 HallBR)KJIMBIIINX €JIEMEHTIB NPABOBOTO PETYJIOBAHHS ITOJIOBAHHS, SKE BCTAHOBIECHO IS
3aXMCTY JWKUX TBAPHH Ha KPUTUYHHUX €Tarax IXHBOTO JKUTTS, HANpPHKJIAJ, MiJ] Yac PO3MHOKEHHS a00 BHPOIIYBaHHS
MOJIOHSKY. Y JIMTBI IpaBmiIa MOMIOBaHHS YiTKO BKA3YIOTh, KOJIM 1 Ha SIKi BUJIM JO3BOJICHO IOJIOBAHHS, ajle Ha MPaKTHII
4acTO BUHHUKAIOTH MPOOJIEMH, TTOB'sI3aH1 3 MOPYIICHHAMH ITUX NpaBwil. OIHIEI0 3 OCHOBHHUX MPOOIEM € MOTIOBAaHHS ITiJT
yac 3a00pOHEHOTO Ce30HY, KO BaXKJIUBO 3a0€3MEUNTH CIIOKiH Ta 3aXHCT NEBHUX BUAIB TBapHH. 3agadi A0CTiIzKeHH.
Bu3HayuTH TEOpeTHYHI acleKTH IHCTUTYTy MHUCIMBCTBA. [IpoaHaiizyBaTi HOPMaTHBHO-IIPABOBI aKTH, IO PETYIIOIOTh
IHCTUTYT MUCITMBCTBA. BU3HaYMTH TEOPETUYHI Ta MPaKTUYHI TPOOJIEMH IPABOBOTO PETYITIOBAHHS IHCTUTYTY MHUCIIMBCTBA.
Haparn nponosunii mono nokpamieHHs nmpaBoBoi cutyarii. MeTomosorisi. [yt Halle)XKHOTO PO3KPUTTS TEMHU ANUCEPTALI]
Ta JOCSTHEHHS IIOCTABICHOI METH i 3aBIaHb OyJI0 BAKOPUCTAHO TaKi METOAW IOCITIKSHHS: CUCTEMHHUI aHali3, JIOTiKo-
aHAJITHYHUH, TOPIBHSUTFHIM, aHaJ3 TOKYMEHTIB Ta MeTaaHasi3.MeTo CHCTEMaTHIHOTO aHaJli3y OyiIo 3aCTOCOBAHO IS
PeTEIbHOrO BUBYEHHS YMOB Ta NPOLEAYPH IOroBaHHA. Llel MeToxn BHSBHB JIOTiUHI 3B'A3KHM MK IIPAaBOBHMH aKTaMH
Ta iX B3a€EMOIi0 3 IHIIMMH [TPAaBOBUMH HOpMaMu. BCTaHOBIICHHS JIOTTYHOTO 3B'SI3KY MiX IPABOBUMHM aKTaMH € 0COOJIMBO
Ba)XKJIMBUM, OCKUIBKM HOPMH, II0 PETYIIOIOTH TONIOHI MPaBOBi BiJHOCHHH, YaCTO MOJUISIOTHECS Ha Pi3HI MPaBOBI aKTH
abo ix gactunu. Jloriko-aHamiTHYHUIT MeTO/ OyJI0 BUKOPHCTAHO JUIsl KPUTHYHOI OLIHKU cepr IPaBOBOTO PETYIIOBAHHS
TIOJIFOBAHHS, JETAILHO IIPOaHATI3yBaBIIM JYMKH Ta MOTVIAN Pi3HUX aBTOPIB 3 wi€l TeMu. MeTo MOPiBHIIBHOTO aHANTI3Y
Oy/l0 BHKOPHUCTAHO ISl JETaJbHOTO BHBYCHHA Ta MOPIBHAHHA IPAaBOBUX OCOOIMBOCTEH IPABOBOTO pETYIIOBAHHS
TTOJIIOBAHHSA B Pi3HUX 3apyODKHHUX KpaiHax. MeTox aHami3y JOKyMEHTIB. 3a TOTIOMOTO0 METOY aHali3y JOKyMEHTIB Oyi0
PETENBHO JOCIIIKEHO MPABOBI aKTH, 110 PErYJIIOOTh NPABOBI BIJTHOCHHU IHCTUTYTY IOJIOBaHHs. MeToq MeTaaHasi3y
OyJ710 BUKOPHCTAHO JUTS aHai3y MyONiKaIliii K JUTOBCHKHX, TaK 1 iHO3EMHHUX BUCHHX 1 HAJaB MOXJIHMBICTH PETEIBHO
BUBYUTH JYMKH Pi3HUX aBTOPIB Ta CUCTEMAaTH4HO OI[IHUTH TEOPETHUYHI JOCIIKEHHS II0J0 BUKOPUCTAHHS MPUPOTHUX
pecypciB Ta iX IpaKTHYHI aCHIEKTH, ITOB'3aHi 3 PErYIIOBAaHHAIM IIbOIO CEKTOPY.
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