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Abstract. The purpose of the research is to assess the prospects for applying methods and
approaches from the humanities and exact sciences to understand the genesis, prerequisites, patterns,
features, trends, and vectors of the evolution of legal culture as a distinct cognitive challenge and a
multifaceted phenomenon within state-legal reality. The study employs general scientific (dialectical) and
system-structural methods, as well as functional comparison and legal forecasting techniques. It analyzes
approaches to understanding interdisciplinarity in scientific research, which is presented as a natural
outcome of the gradual development of science and the emergence of a symbiotically interconnected and
interdependent metascience in both the modern era and the long term. It identifies the key features of
interdisciplinary research planning are substantiates the mobility of disciplinary and cognitive boundaries.
The challenges of polysemy in scientific work and the evaluation of research outcomes are highlighted,
with a proposed solution involving the expansion of interdisciplinary dialogue. Amid the ongoing
disciplinary isolation of individual sciences, the article identifies major research shifts in the field of law,
reflecting an increase in the metaparadigmality of scientific knowledge, as evidenced by anthropological,
comparative, linguistic, and digital turns. It also highlights varieties of theoretical and practical
approaches to applying interdisciplinarity in the idealized theoretical framework of scientific inquiry into
legal culture. The relevance of memetics in understanding the evolution of legal culture is emphasized,
particularly in relation to the processes of translation, copying, variation, and reproduction of memes in
law. The article concludes by outlining the cultural potential of an interdisciplinary approach to studying
the phenomenon of legal culture.
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AnHoTanus. Llens paboTsl — onperenenne NepcuekTHB IPUMEHEHHS METOI0B U OIXO0I0B I'yMa-
HUTAapHBIX U TOYHBIX HAyK B IOCTHXEHHM IeHE3HCa, NPEANOCHUIOK, 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH, 0COOEHHOCTEH,
TEHJCHUMH U BEKTOPOB SBOIIOLUM MPaBOBOH KyJbTYpbl Kak cHelu(UuecKoil Mo3HaBaTeNlbHOM
IpoOIEMBI H MHOTOYPOBHEBOTO SIBIICHHS TOCYIapCTBEHHO-IIPABOBON NEHCTBUTENBHOCTH. B ocHOBY Hc-
ClIeI0BaHMs MOJI0XKEHbI OOIIEeHayUHbIH (IHAJEKTUUECKUI), CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHBII METOABI, a TaKxkKe
MeTozb!l QyHKIIMOHATEHOTO CPAaBHEHUS M IOPHANYECKOTO MPOTHO3ZHPOBaHMS. [IpoaHann3upoBaHb! MO~
XO7IbI K TOHUMaHMIO MEKXIUCHUIIIMHAPHOCTY HAYUHBIX UCCIIE0BAHUM, KOTOPask BBICTYNAEeT 3aKOHOMEp-
HBIM PE3YJIbTaTOM IIO3TAlHOrO Pa3BUTUS HAYKU U (OPMUPOBAHUS B COBPEMEHHBII IEPUOA U HA JOJT0-
CPOYHYIO NEPCIIEKTUBY CUMOMOTHYECKU B3aUMOCBSA3aHHOM U B3aMMO00YCIIOBICHHON MeTaHayku. Onpe-
JeJIeHbI 0COOCHHOCTH INTAHNPOBAHUS MEXKINCIUININHAPHOTO HCCIEA0BaHNS, 000CHOBaHA MOABIKHOCTD
IVCUUIUIMHAPHBIX W KOTHUTHBHBIX TPaHHMI]. BBIABIEHBI MPOOIEMBI TONMCEMHM B HAy9IHOH pabore
1 DKCHEPTHU3BI TOJYYEHHBIX PE3Y/IbTAaTOB, YTO MPEAJIOKEHO PELIATH TOCPEICTBOM PACHIMPEHUS MEXKTUC-
muMHapHoro auanora. Ha ¢one coxpansiomieiics QUCHUIUIMHAPHONW 3aMKHYTOCTH OTJEIbHBIX HAYyK
0003HauEHbl OCHOBHBIE IIOBOPOTHI UCCIIEA0BAHUN B 00JIaCTH 1IPaBa, CBUAETENbCTBYIOLINE 00 YCUIEHHU
MeTanapagurMalbHOCTH HAYYHOIO IO3HAHUS (@HTPOIOJOIMYECKUH, KOMIApaTUBHBIN, JMHIBUCTHYE-
cKuif, nudpoBoi U mp.). BrieneHsl pa3HOBUIHOCTU CO3HATENBHBIX TEOPETUKO-IIPAKTHYECKUX YCTAHO-
BOK, MCIIOJIb3YEMBIX IIPU MPUMEHEHUH MEXIUCLUIUIMHAPHOIO MOAX0Ja ¢ TOUYKH 3pEHHs OpraHu3aluu
neanbHON TeOPETHYECKOH CTOPOHBI NIPOLIECCa HAYYHOrO MO3HAHUS IPaBoOBOI KyIbTypbl. OnpeneneHa
aKTyaJlbHOCTh MEMETUKU B IIO3HAHUU 3BOJIIOLMU [IPABOBOH KyJIBTYpBl, HCCIEAYIOLIEH B 3TOM OTHOILE-
HHUHM IIPOLECCHl TPAaHCIALUM, KONUPOBAaHMs, Bapyalldii U BOCIPOU3BOJCTBA MEMOB B mpase. ClenaHsl
BBIBOJIBI O KYJIbTYPOJIOTUYECKUX MEPCHEKTHBAaX MPUMEHEHUS MEKAMCLUUILIMHAPHOTO IO0IX0/a
B HCCJIEI0BAHUU ()EHOMEHA ITPABOBOM KYJIbTYPBI.

KuroueBble cji0Ba: MEXAUCLMIIMHAPHOCTb, HAYYHbIE METOABI, METaHAyKa, METaNnapagurmaib-
HOCTb HAyYHOIO [103HaHMs, IIOBOPOTHl HAYYHOI'O 3HAHMs, MEMETUKA, MEM, TOCYJaPCTBEHHO-IIPABOBAs
PEanbHOCTD, IPaBOBast KYJbTYPa, KyJIbTypHbIE TPAHHULIBI
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Introduction

Legal culture is characterized by a wide range of cultural manifestations in public
life and state-legal reality. Given the multifaceted nature of culture, it is appropriate to
examine it from various perspectives: at both social and personal levels, in terms of
internal characteristics of individuals and their external manifestations, in stable and
dynamic states, and through theoretical and practical lenses (Kerimov, 1991:18). As a
complex phenomenon of reality, legal culture represents a distinctive cognitive challenge
that requires the development of a robust methodology for its study. This methodology
should draw on existing disciplinary methods of inquiry while remaining open to the
creation of new research tools, as needed, to fully capture the unique dimensions of this
phenomenon within state-legal reality. Such an approach must account for all possible
facets of legal culture and the influence of various external factors on its development.

The success of addressing this cognitive challenge largely depends on the accurate,
well-reasoned and balanced application of an interdisciplinary approach to studying its
individual manifestations, as well as the phenomena and trends that shape it, both
internally and externally. It is important to recognize that, in the context of legal culture,
interdisciplinarity functions not only as a foundational principle of its study but also as
an inherent characteristic of legal culture itself, reflecting its versatility.

In general, culture encompasses all aspects of human activities, thoughts, emotion,
reason, and will, making it an essential attribute of human existence and action. No sphere
of social life can be conceived outside of the framework of culture. In the context of legal
culture, its influence extends to all conscious attitudes and manifestations of objective
reality that are connected, directly or indirectly, to legal phenomena. As a complex and
multilayered phenomenon of both ideal and material dimensions, legal culture reflects
the state of legal life. This includes the characteristics of established legal consciousness,
commonly accepted methods of organizing law-making and law enforcement processes,
scientific legal knowledge', and, more broadly, the specifics of the society’s social and
technological development at a particular historical stage of its existence.

The study of legal culture aims to achieve several objectives: to determine its place
among the phenomena of legal life and within the broader structure of objective reality;
to identify systemic relationships and patterns; and to highlight the value of legal culture
in shaping the ideal aspects of human existence. This includes its relationship to general
culture, moral norms, legal awareness, and legal behavior (both collective and
individual). Additionally, the study seeks to enhance the humanistic and civilizational
orientation of political and legal regulation of public relations, technical processes, and
the functioning of political and legal institutions.

' The conceptualization of legal phenomena, categories, and institutions as complex, multi-component, and
multilevel historical forms of social interaction is one of the primary functions of legal science (Vedeneev,
2024:144-155).
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Taking into account the above, a comprehensive interdisciplinary approach? to the
study of legal culture — applied not exclusively but alongside other established methods
of examining state-legal reality (Vlasenko, 2019:9) — ensures proper consideration of all
possible influencing factors®. This approach allows for the testing of a wide range of
effective cognitive and practical methods, the development of new specific techniques,
and the utilization of data from various accumulated sources of knowledge. Together,
these elements enable researchers to achieve a necessary level of quality and scientific
depth in their work, ultimately fulfilling the goal of scientific enquiry: to expand and
enhance knowledge, thereby enriching the intellectual achievements of civilization.

Interdisciplinarity in science: Pathways to deeper understanding

The phenomenon of interdisciplinarity of scientific research can be viewed from
two distinct perspectives (Kreps, 2019:115-120; Lysak, 2016):

1 As a relationship between two or more disciplines that share related terminology,
systems, and objects of research. This approach allows for a broader and more thorough
study of issues, contributing to the effective resolution of scientific problems. Within the
complex of disciplinary sciences, two type can be distinguished:

¢ Fundamental sciences: Disciplines that develop programs for studying specific
objects.

e Taxonomic sciences: Disciplines with a specific subject organization that utilize
the programs of fundamental sciences to study particular groups of objects (Stepin,
Gorokhov & Rozov, 1996:181-186);

2 As an extension of the field of knowledge that cannot be fully explored by existing
scientific disciplines. In this case, a new branch of knowledge may emerge at the
intersection of several “traditional” scientific disciplines, contributing to the expansion
of the system of knowledge.

The accumulation of scientific knowledge and technological advancements leads to
their concentration, fostering the creation of new models and the increasing integration
of various fields of scientific knowledge. Over time, as these branches develop, the
distinctions between them become increasingly blurred, which exemplifies the
manifestation of interdisciplinarity in science (Ershova & Dolgova, 2012:12)*. In
general, interdisciplinarity involves the study of interrelated aspects of a common
problem, with efforts to construct a unified research perspective (Repina, 2011:28).

2 When addressing the issue of an interdisciplinary approach to scientific research, it is essential to consider
two opposing trends. On the one hand, there is a growing accumulation of scientific facts, theories, and
concepts, accompanied by the increasing differentiation of historically established fields of knowledge.
Simultaneously, efforts to identify common methodological and theoretical foundations — serving as
paradigmatic links capable of uniting these differentiated areas of scientific knowledge — are expanding. On the
other hand, it is becoming increasingly evident that the deep specialization and fragmentation of scientific fields
contribute to the dehumanization of knowledge. The trend toward greater specialization in science often hinders
the ability to address complex and multifaceted challenges facing modern humanity (Savina, 2017:60).

3 Philosophers emphasize that the process of scientific cognition is influenced not only by the characteristics of
the object being studied, but also by numerous socio-cultural factors (Stepin, 2011:109).

4 For an overview of approaches to interdisciplinary research in foreign science, refer to: (Azhimov,
2016:70-77).
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From a broader cultural and philosophical perspective, scientists conclude that
interdisciplinarity is one of the defining features of modern advanced science and
intellectual activity. As Kasavin (2010a:6) notes, “Unlike a discipline that symbolizes a
synchronous cross-section of the development of science as a social institution,
interdisciplinary interaction is a diachronic and emergent moment that characterizes
pronounced dynamics and leads to new forms of scientific knowledge organization. In
this sense, interdisciplinarity, multidisciplinarity, and transdisciplinarity are social
mechanisms for the construction of science”.

Interdisciplinarity in science is also evident in the way that advancements in one or
more fields can influence developments in others. Conversely, the progress of individual
scientist or research group may impact other scientific disciplines. This
interconnectedness fosters interdisciplinarity, which enhances the effectiveness of
solving pragmatic and cognitive tasks in specific scientific work, often guided by a
unified ideological research framework”.

The growing need for the widespread application of an interdisciplinary approach
in cognitive activity reflects the natural progression of science and the expansion of the
knowledge system. Over time, this process has led to the emergence of a symbiotically
interconnected and interdependent meta-science. This meta-science unites the
accumulated knowledge of humanity, enabling society and the state to address complex
challenges quickly and efficiently using the most effective scientific and practical
methods available.

Planning of interdisciplinary research: Disciplinary boundaries,
polysemy in scientific work, and issues of expertise

The aforementioned scientific insights into the interdisciplinary approach in
cognitive activity demonstrate its nearly limitless potential for enhancing humanity’s
intellectual capacity. This approach is essential for addressing a diverse array of often
complex research challenges that cannot be adequately resolved using the traditional
methodology of a single scientific discipline (Schmitt et al., 2023:199-220).

The researchers highlight that the need for interdisciplinary collaboration in
scientific research challenges the importance of disciplines as separate branches of
knowledge. Meanwhile, cross-industry developments have the potential to continually
redefine disciplinary boundaries by creating new research areas, provided that cognitive
barriers at the personal level of researchers can be overcome. Highly specialized
problems can sometimes be solved without interdisciplinary interaction, but it is less
effective for addressing the most relevant issues in science and society. Even if
interdisciplinary collaboration does not guarantee new discoveries, it can foster the

31t is no coincidence that the doctrine emphasizes the importance of a unified ideological concept in research,
as it is this concept that can ensure the unity of the cognitive process and a uniform understanding of problem’s
essence among all participants. The unity of the ideological conception serves as the sole foundation upon
which the centrifugal forces inherent in any interdisciplinary research can be overcome. ... The specificity of
the ideological concept in interdisciplinary research lies in the fact that its implementation involves setting
specific tasks for representatives from different fields of scientific knowledge (Ivanov, 2016:106).
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development and improvement of scientific creativity in general (MacKinnon, Hine &
Barnard, 2013:407-419).

When planning interdisciplinary research focused on legal culture, it is crucial to
consider its problem-oriented nature. This approach leads to the emergence of
fundamentally new knowledge at the intersection of disciplines, enriching them with new
research principles without eliminating their individual identities (Lysak, 2016).
Consequently, both the subject under study (situated at the intersection of various
disciplines) and the scientific tools of the involved disciplines undergo mutual cognitive
enrichment.

Significant practical challenges® that may arise from discrepancies between
specialized languages and conceptual frameworks of different disciplines are also be
addressed in interdisciplinary research planning. Polysemy in scientific work is a major
drawback that complicates the adequate perception, interpretation and effective use of
research results. Obstacles to interdisciplinary interaction primarily stem from
differences in question formulation, methods and professional language (Savelyeva,
2012:124). However, “the development by science of a special language suitable for
describing objects unusual from a common-sense perspective is a prerequisite for
scientific research” (Stepin, 2011:114). Another problematic aspect is the external
expertise of conducted interdisciplinary research, raising questions about the feasibility
of adequate critical assessment by specialists from specific branches of knowledge
(Lysak, 2016).

Overcoming challenges in interdisciplinary scientific knowledge requires
developing unified terminology to eliminate conflicting interpretations of foundational
concepts across disciplines (Kreps, 2019:115-120). Establishing such shared
terminology serves two critical purposes: it enables effective communication between
researchers in related fields and facilitates rigorous peer review of interdisciplinary work.
This effort should be complemented by creating a dedicated community of
interdisciplinary experts and engaging both theoretical scientists and practitioners
relevant to the research subject, which collectively enhances the quality of scholarly
expertise.

The doctrine explicitly warns that scientific progress may be hindered by
overreliance on established methodologies or insufficient competency in evaluating
innovative approaches. To counter this, it advocates for proactive interdisciplinary
engagement through multiple channels:

¢ Recruiting peer reviewers from adjacent disciplines

o Facilitating cross-disciplinary funding opportunities and publication pathways

¢ Leveraging social media to connect specialists across fields

¢ Organizing interdisciplinary conferences and debates

e Producing dedicated literature on integration methods (Smaldino & O’Connor,
2022).

% From a philosophical perspective, scholars have identified several problematic areas in scientific knowledge,
particularly relevant to interdisciplinary approaches. These include challenges such as the context of discovery,
theory incommensurability, complementarity principles, polytheoretical descriptions, conflicts of
interpretation, impossibility of radical translation, diverse types of rationality, dialogic processes, discourse
frameworks, and constructiveness paradigms (Kasavin, 2010b:34).
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Effective interdisciplinary dialogue should emphasize concrete examples of
successful collaborations while contextualizing interdisciplinarity within humanity’s
historical scientific achievements and philosophical foundations (Tessaro, 2022:64). This
dual focus ensures methodological innovation remains grounded in epistemological
rigor.

Interdisciplinary approaches to research in the field of law

A central challenge in interdisciplinary research lies in overcoming disciplinary
isolation — the tendency for studies claiming interdisciplinarity to remain confined to a
single disciplinary perspective, despite advocating for broader knowledge synthesis
(Ershova & Dolgova, 2012:11). Addressing this requires two key strategies:

1 Forming research teams with experts from diverse fields for complex scientific or
applied projects

2 Cultivating researchers’ willingness to embrace pluralism in perspectives and
methodologies, including the systematic integration of insights from disciplines beyond
their primary specialization

For an interdisciplinary field to thrive intellectually, it must adopt boundary-
crossing ideas and methods tailored to intersections between disciplines (Thagard,
2014:48-52). This demands that interdisciplinary groups develop shared communication
protocols and collaborative practices to transcend cultural divides (Daniel et al., 2022).

However, such boundary-spanning work poses risks, particularly for early-career
researchers. Establishing interdisciplinary collaborations often requires:

o Extended timelines to reconcile cultural differences

o Significant effort to align researchers’ goals

e Development of unified terminology

e Engagement with unfamiliar literature (Daniel et al., 2022).

Despite these challenges, the long-term benefits of interdisciplinary work —
enhanced research quality, deeper theoretical insights, practical relevance, and
methodological innovation — outweigh initial investments of time and effort. Ultimately,
interdisciplinary approaches not only enrich individual studies but also drive broader
advancements in scientific knowledge and its applications.

The interdisciplinary approach to studying legal culture within this research
framework should be examined from two complementary perspectives:

1 Theoretically, focusing on the interrelation and interdependence of diverse
scientific methods and knowledge sources in understanding legal culture.

2 Practically, considering the application of empirical techniques and databases to
analyze manifestations of legal culture in real-world legal contexts, involving various
types of specific legal activities. These positions will be explored in greater detail below.

Methodological Developments in Legal Science

Contemporary legal doctrine reflects broader postmodern scientific developments
through several key methodological features:

e Metaparadigmatic universalization: Conceptualizing metaparadigmality in
scientific knowledge while pursuing universal applicability emphasizes the creativity
involved in research, the acceptance of multiple interpretations of reality, the unity of
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subject and object in knowledge (human measurability), and the researcher’s self-
reflection (cognitive approach).

e Creative epistemology: Emphasizing research process creativity and multiple
reality interpretations.

¢ Subject-object unity: Recognizing the human-measured nature of knowledge
through cognitive reflexivity.

o Probabilistic systems: Acknowledging contingency in legal evolution and
knowledge branching (Lazarev, 2016:19-20).

e Integrative dialogism: Promoting interdisciplinary synthesis through dialogical
knowledge integration.

Interdisciplinary Shifts in Historical-Legal Research

Traditionally, research into the genesis, patterns, features, trends and prospects of
legal culture’s evolution occurs within theoretical-historical legal sciences. Therefore,
identifying specific trends (“turns of historical-legal knowledge”) that highlight the need
for an interdisciplinary approach is of particular interest. These include:

1. Synthetic historical-legal cognition

This approach integrates methodologies from:

e Linguistic analysis

¢ Legal anthropology

¢ Practical jurisprudence

e Comparative law

It combines prospective and retrospective analysis while balancing objective reality
with subjective cognition elements (Skorobogatov, 2024:12-38).

2. Linguistic-constructivist paradigm

This paradigm recognizes language as a tool for constructing legal reality through
signification. It demands an interdisciplinary examination of:

e Socio-cultural contexts in legal monument creation

o Historical legal consciousness patterns

¢ Normative perception enabling new insights (Pashentsev, 2024:39-47; Chestnov,
2014:17-20)

3. Textual-interpretative methodology

This methodology approaches legal sources as multilayered texts requiring:

e Contextualized interpretation and periodization frameworks

This approach proposes examining the legal history of different states through the
lens of technological order theory, the life cycle of technological orders, and waves of
innovation (development). These factors shape the dynamics of social relations and law
itself, acting as a primary regulator in each historical period. This concept views the
historical movement of law not as simply recurring processes at regular intervals, but as
a cyclical-wave phenomenon. This highlights the connection between the rhythms of
legal development and legal cycles with waves of innovation (Zaloilo, 2024a:48-72;
Pashentsev, Zaloilo & Dorskaya, 2024);

¢ Discourse analysis of normative language

This approach suggests rethinking the significance of comparative legal history for
modern comparative studies and legal theory, including special attention to legal
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traditions, particularly foreign ones’, to understand law’s dependence on the past and to
portray the formation of modern legal systems through the diversity, equivalence, and
identity of different peoples and civilizations (Poldnikov, 2024:100-123);

e Reconstruction of period-specific legal mentalities

It is crucial to utilize digital techniques, technologies, and tools in studying the
formation and development of state-legal phenomena and processes. Within this
framework, a source-centric methodology from the interdisciplinary field of digital legal
history is substantiated, expanding scientific and research horizons and ideas about the
historical past of the state and law (Lonskaya, 2024:14-33).

These shifts in historical-legal knowledge influence our understanding of legal
culture’s development in specific historical period. They also stimulate the development
of a new historically-oriented research methods, which are integrated to an
interdisciplinary approach.

Currently, legal culture evolves in dialectical relationship with political, social, and
economic events occurring both nationally and globally. This evolution aligns with the
key program and strategic documents of the Russian Federation related to scientific,
technological, socio-economic, and cultural development®. The continued advancement
of Russian legal culture and jurisprudence is inextricably linked to understanding
contemporary processes within society, the state, and the foreign policy arena, and
consequently, within human consciousness and behavior.

Notably, technological innovations are increasingly driving social development on
a global scale, leading to qualitative changes in human civilization and the emergence of
a new type of society. Legal culture must address both emerging threats to humanity’s
existence and changes in the technological order of the global community. Furthermore,
it is essential to continue modernizing Russia’s public administration system, and
doctrinal understanding should facilitate more advanced and accurate forecasts regarding
the future development and condition of law, the state, and state-legal phenomena.

Scientific perspectives on legal culture

The complexities of modern state-legal development underscore the importance of
using an interdisciplinary approach when studying legal culture and its influencing
factors. This approach helps to reveal all possible facets and identify potential challenges
within the studied subject areas.

7 Legal traditions inherent in the legal system impact not only the political-legal sphere, but also the culture of
the relevant society (which, in turn, influences the formation of legal traditions). For more on the
mutual influence of the Romano-Germanic legal system and European legal culture, refer to: (Zimmermann,
2007:341-372).

8 Refer to, for example: The Strategy of Scientific and Technological Development of the Russian Federation,
approved by Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 145 dated 02/28/2024 On the Strategy of
Scientific and Technological Development of the Russian Federation. Collection of Legislation of the Russian
Federation. 2024. No. 10, Art. 1373; Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 309 dated
05/07/2024 On the National Development Goals of the Russian Federation for the Period up to 2030 and for
the Future up to 2036. Collection of Legislation of the Russian Federation. 2024. No. 20, Art. 2584; The
Strategy of the State Cultural Policy for the period up to 2030, approved by the Decree of the Government of
the Russian Federation dated No. 2501-r dated 09/11/2024. Collection of Legislation of the Russian Federation.
2024. No. 38, Art. 5715.
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Individuals learn about the world through various means, including not only
scientific knowledge but also everyday understanding, philosophical inquiry, artistic
expression, and religious and mythological exploration. Science, as a specific type of
cognitive activity, interacts with these other forms, influencing scientific discoveries,
their integration into culture, and the impact of culture on all forms of human cognition
(Stepin, 2011:102).

From a theoretical standpoint, an interdisciplinary approach to studying legal culture
should involve the conscious’ application of the following theoretical and practical
attitudes by researchers when organizing the cognitive process of scientific investigation:

When defining the research’s purposes and objectives, it is essential to approach
legal culture as a multi-layered and exceptionally multidimensional phenomenon that
exists not only within legal reality, but also within human civilization as a whole. Its
content and evolution are influenced by a wide array of factors, both tangible and
intangible. Tangible factors may include a state’s geographical location, its level of
scientific and technological development at a particular historical stage, and the condition
of its environment and economy. Intangible factors encompass collective and individual
consciousness, politics, religion, morality, and the general level of cultural development
in a particular society and at a specific historical stage. D.A. Kerimov rightly noted that
the interaction and mutual influence between general and legal culture is expressed in the
fact that the former has a beneficial effect on people&apos;s thinking and values,
determines the legal sphere of society and the nature of its laws, the behavior of each
individual; and legal culture, in turn, protects and creates conditions for the free
development of a common culture by developing progressive laws, the establishment of
requirements for legal stability and legality (Kerimov, 1991:18);

The researcher must acknowledge that the set of possible and priority methods,
doctrinal resources, and practical sources will vary depending on the goals of the
scientific work and the specific context of the chosen subject area in a particular historical
period to achieve the desired scientific outcome. The functions of science in society, its
place in culture, and its interaction with other fields of cultural creativity evolve across
different eras. A hallmark of the present is the transformation of scientific activity
compared to the classical era — it is becoming more intense, widespread, supported at the
state level, and equipped with a range of effective cognitive tools; while maintaining its
cultural and ideological function, science also becomes a productive force in society
(Stepin, 2011:103-104);

The depth and quality of studying legal culture directly depend on identifying the
optimal set and balance of empirical data, as well as leveraging scientific and
technological advancements and the epistemological resources from various branches of
human knowledge, the methodologies and developments of which can be particularly
useful for addressing the specific research;

° The need for a conscious organization of interdisciplinary research stems from at least three factors: the
complexity of the subject areas; the need to combine and coordinate ideas, concepts, and facts that previously
existed relatively independently of each other; the need to form new problem communities of scientists with
different scientific biographies, experiences, and styles of thinking, and different ideas about the criteria of
scientific knowledge (Ivanov, 2016:103).
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Both social (humanitarian) sciences and exact sciences, can be valuable for studying
the essence and individual manifestations of legal culture. Social (humanitarian) sciences
provide tools for determining legal culture’s place within the broader system of social
phenomena and, more specifically, within the legal and political system. They also help
establish the relationship between individual manifestations of legal culture and other
phenomena in legal and public life, as well as determine likely trajectories, trends, and
socio-legal consequences of legal culture’s development as a socio-legal phenomenon.
In this context, legal culture can be understood as encompassing the culture of economics
and politics, social and spiritual life, culture of interpersonal relations, and formation and
realization of human rights; it serves as the foundation of overall culture and a criterion
for assessing the general culture of society (Kerimov, 1991:21-22). Exact sciences, on
the other hand, enable evidence-based, measurable, and verifiable calculations of the
quantitative and qualitative characteristics of the phenomenon under study, allowing for
the creation of detailed mathematical models of its condition at specific historical stages,
including in the past and in the foreseeable future (forecasting potential development
scenarios based on the influence of relevant factors). Economic theory, synthesized with
historical-legal science, plays a significant role in studying the genesis and evolution of
legal culture, for example, within the framework of the cyclical-wave model of state and
legal history based on the technological order theory. The economic analysis of law and
the application of statistical and mathematical approaches in the legal sphere (Khabrieva,
2010:11), including economic and mathematical modeling of state-legal phenomena
and processes, and jurimetrics (Loevinger, 1949:455-493), have gained widespread
recognition.

Generally, modern reality necessitates considering a diverse and often multifaceted
set of factors when making managerial and legal decisions, which are both products of
legal culture and factors influencing its development. These factors can only be
adequately addressed and evaluated through an intersectoral and interdisciplinary
approaches in scientific research. In this context, from the perspective of legal science
development and its application, it is crucial to recognize that modern jurisprudence is
grounded in three key areas of understanding of law: legal positivism (legal formalism),
sociological positivism (legal realism), and philosophical-legal concepts of law
(legal metaphysics). These correspond to three formats of knowledge representation
about law — classical, nonclassical, and postclassical jurisprudence — each with its own
distinct methods, languages for describing and explaining political-legal phenomena
(Vedeneev, 2024:144-155).

Substantively, an interdisciplinary approach to studying legal culture, viewed from
both scientific and practical perspectives, has two key implications. First, it enhances the
scientific and practical validity of decisions made at various levels of governance and
legal regulation. Second, it inevitably complicates the systemic relationships within the
state-legal reality, leading to the emergence of new factors and conditions that further
complicate the subject field of science'’ (particularly the manifestations of legal culture),
making it even more multilevel and multidimensional.

10 As V.S. Stepin accurately observed, “As science advances, not only new knowledge accumulated, but
existing understandings of the world are also reshaped. This process drives changes across all aspects of
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We can therefore speak of the mutual influence between “material-ideal” factors of
reality and legal culture, with the latter serving as a conscious expression of the collective
human mind and the cultural stratum of civilization at a certain historical stage of
a state-organized society.

Legal memetics in the scientific explanation of the evolution of legal culture

It is fair to consider memetics as one of the relevant interdisciplinary areas of
research on state-legal phenomena and processes in their development. Memetics is a
special science focused on the imitation of approved patterns of behavior and thinking,
encompassing historical, cultural, political, social, economic, and other types of memes.
These memes are understood as conventional units of cultural information contained in
the minds of individuals and capable of reproducing themselves, being transmitted from
one mind to another.

The term “meme”, reflecting the idea of the initial unit of cultural heritage
transmission or imitation, was introduced into scientific use by a British evolutionist and
ethologist Richard Dawkins, a professor at Oxford University from 1995 to 2008
(Dawkins, 2013). Dawkins suggested, by analogy with genetic evolution, that human
culture develops through translation, copying (replication), variation (modifications and
innovations), and reproduction (selection) of memes.

Subsequently, based on the concept of memes, memetics emerged as a field
exploring these phenomena, claiming scientific status in the works of individual authors
(Shcherbin, 2019:40-47). Currently, memetics is applied in various fields of scientific
knowledge, including political science, sociology, philology, economics, and others. It
also holds prospects for application in the legal field (Cotter, 2003:779-793; Deakin,
2002:1-42; Fried, 1999:291-316; Henke, 2007:13-26; Lazarev, 2020:5-18; Stake,
2001:1213-1268; Vinnikov, 2023:83—102), where it serves to explain the evolution of
law in general and legal culture in particular (Zaloilo, 2024b:32-56). The use of
memetics’ methodological and semiotic possibilities is another factor in studying,
preserving, and transferring accumulated scientific knowledge to future generations
(Ryabova, 2023:123-132).

Examples of memes, according to R. Dawkins, include “melodies, ideas, buzzwords
and expressions, ways of cooking chowder or building arches” (Dawkins, 2013:180). In
the field of law, memes can be legal ideas, theories, and concepts, legal presumptions
and constructions, legal principles, and metaphors in law (Vlasenko, 2022:53-62). The
sources of these memes can introduce legal doctrine, legal traditions and values,
constitutions, other normative legal acts, explanations of the highest judicial instances,
and judicial precedents. These sources encode legal information into a conceptual form,
facilitating its intertemporal dissemination (Deakin, 2002:21).

In relation to the study of state-legal phenomena, including legal culture, scientists
adapt the achievements and possibilities of memetics for cognitive purposes, taking into

scientific activity, including the objects of study, research methods, modes of communication, and the division
and collaboration of scientific labor” (Stepin, 2011:103).
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account the peculiarities of these phenomena’s development and the specifics of legal
and political reality factors.

Regarding state development, legal scholars identify a distinct state meme as a
specialized resource of compressed social information (e.g., “the leviathan state”, “the
machine state”, “the night watchman state”). They note that its content can replicate itself
multiple times under similar social conditions, especially when social forces with vested
interests in the meme’s continuation are involved in its dissemination. A state meme can
be either positive or negative (a malicious meme virus), and its entire occurrence
mechanism is based on imitation as its fundamental property (Lazarev, 2020:5-18).

In relation to law, memetics is considered as a refraction of “general cultural”
memetics in the legal field (legal memetics). This new and developing direction focused
on studying the influence of cultural, social, and historical phenomena and factors on law
development, the formation and modification of legal norms and practices, and the
creation and application of normative legal acts. The basic concept of this direction is the
understanding that law, using technical-legal tools and legal language, encodes socio-
legal experience and programs the legal behavior of individuals (Zaloilo, 2024b:32-56).

Accordingly, “state” and “legal” memetics can be considered as special biologically
determined and socially refracted interdisciplinary knowledge systems. These systems
are based on identifying diverse cultural and behavioral patterns and landmarks in state-
legal reality, as well as determining and studying their influence on the formation of
patterns and trends in the development of relevant phenomena and processes.

Conclusion

In conclusion, reviewing the interdisciplinary approach in the study of legal culture
within this paper highlights that its application is a significant indicator of the quality and
depth of cognitive activity. This approach is crucial both for solving scientific problems
in relevant research and for achieving practical goals in improving legal activity.

Although organizing interdisciplinary research is challenging — it requires
modernizing research attitudes, navigating multiple stages, and investing more time and
resources than sectoral research — these difficulties are surmountable and justified. This
is because they allow for the consideration of complex and diverse factors of modern life
and the intellectual array accumulated by humanity.

In the modern historical period, characterized by expanding interconnections
between various fields of knowledge and practical activities, and the blurring of
boundaries between them, applying an interdisciplinary approach to studying legal
culture is not only desirable but necessary. It ensures a scientifically grounded and
practically effective research outcome, maintaining a high level of scientific novelty and
relevance for application in legal activity and further advancing scientific and practical
knowledge.

The “cultural perspective” offers a promising direction for further interdisciplinary
research on legal culture. This involves a special study of certain aspects of legal culture
using developments and methods from culturally oriented fields such as general culture,
memetics, and the cultural components of history, politics, sociology, economics, theory
of law, and comparative law. Additionally, it involves broader applications of cultural
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approaches in other sciences. This approach not only highlights the importance of legal
culture as a manifestation of legal reality, but also demonstrates its role in other areas of
socio-political and legal development influenced by general culture and legal culture.

The ongoing development of legal culture as a branch of human knowledge, ideal
conscious attitudes, and practical social relations necessitates the development of a
system of methods for its research. This involves deepening the possibilities and
expanding the scope of interdisciplinary approaches. It can be unequivocally stated that
the future success of legal culture and the system of knowledge about it largely depends
on the reasonable and professional use of interdisciplinary approaches. This ensures the
depth, quality, scientific novelty, practical validity, and value of research for further
knowledge gain in the field.
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