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The subject of the research is the institute of legal co-creation of public authorities and civil 
society as a practical expression of the joint activities of subjects of state-legal relations 
aimed at the creation and constructive transformation of the legal form of public relations, 
carried out primarily within the framework of law-making activities of the state, as well as 
during the practical implementation of law (within the framework of law enforcement pro- 
cesses) in connection with the phenomenon of culture society and its legal culture. The 
stable interrelation of legal co-creation and culture in the state is revealed, in which there 
is a mutually beneficial positive influence of culture on the effectiveness of mechanisms of 
legal co-creation and legal co-creation on culture. 
The purpose of the research is to establish and substantiate aspects of the interrelation and 
mutual influence of the phenomenon of legal co-creation of public authorities and civil so- 
ciety and the culture of society (legal culture as its variety), the formation and development 
of theoretical positions in the plane of the ongoing study (research) of the phenomenon of 
legal co-creation. 
Methodology. The interdisciplinary approach serves as the basic methodological basis, 
which provides a synthesis of methodological tools of jurisprudence (formal legal, instru- 
mental  legal,  etc.  approaches)  and  methodological  techniques  and  achievements  of 

related socio-humanitarian fields of knowledge (cultural studies, sociology, psychology, po- 
litical science, etc.), which allows a comprehensive and in-depth study of the phenomenon 
of legal co-creation as a complex social and legal phenomenon. 
The main results. In the course of the research, it is proved that legal co-creation is a necessary 
resource in the legal system of the state, conditioned by the culture of society, which allows 
achieving higher-quality and socially adequate law-making and law enforcement results (de- 
cisions). Scientific theses are proposed to develop the theoretical foundations of the problem 
of legal co-creation. It is noted that legal co-creation is an indicator of a high level of social and 
legal culture. The opposite positive influence of legal co-creation on culture in the state in 
general and legal culture in particular is also stated. The theoretical and practical aspects of 
the interrelation and mutual influence of legal co-creation and culture are characterized. 
Conclusions. Legal co-creation and culture are very closely interrelated and mutually influ- 
ence each other. On the one hand, culture creates conditions for better and more effective 
legal co-creation of public authorities and civil society institutions. Moreover, it contributes 
to the formation of a special culture of legal co-creation, which in many ways acts as a spe- 
cial kind of culture of law-making in general, but also manifests itself noticeably in the pro- 
cesses of legal realization (where, among other things, it is required to involve active crea- 
tive dialogical principles to solve issues related to the application of law), accordingly in- 
creasing the level of culture of legal realization. On the other hand, legal co-creation pro- 
vides strategic and tactical “regulatory and legal services” to the culture of society, including 
a cross-section of legal culture, contributes to raising its level through legal means ex- 
pressed both in federal laws and other regulatory legal acts, and within the framework of 
various types of state legal policy. 
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1. Introduction 
In modern conditions, when tectonic 

shifts are taking place in international relations 
and a multipolar world order is being formed, 
appropriate changes are needed in the 
domestic life of countries, and the mobilization 
of joint efforts of public authorities and civil 
society institutions is becoming increasingly in 
demand. A special role here can be played by 
the legal co-creation of state and social 
structures, which will allow us to solve jointly 
many very complex problems that arise. 

At the same time, referring to such a 
complex category as legal co-creation, it 
should be borne in mind that its full-fledged 
understanding is impossible without relying on 
interdisciplinary knowledge. Thus, culture as a 
result of creativity, covering all spheres of 
social, including legal life, penetrates and 
largely mediates the processes associated with 
legal co-creation. In turn, the processes of 
legal creativity and co-creation affect social, 
political and legal culture, reproducing and 
improving it, ensuring the development of 
political, democratic and regulatory principles. 
From these positions, the consideration of 
legal co-creation together with culture is seen 
as a promising subject area of the science and 
practice of law, which is important from the 
point of view of optimizing the mechanisms of 
law-making and law enforcement. 

2. General characteristics of legal co-
creation as a phenomenon and category: the 
potential of interdisciplinary research  

Legal science is conservative, and, 
probably, for this reason, many things that are 
already practiced to some extent in other 
fields of scientific knowledge (take, for 
example, the same life approach in economics 
and political science in the form of the 
corresponding categories “economic lifeˮ and 
“political life”), in it (in as a category of “legal 
lifeˮ) for quite a long time they can not break 

through to themselves. The same thing happens 
with the category of “co-creation”, which is 
actively used in sociology, political science and 
psychology, but it was practically not used in 
legal science. However, there have been 
changes in this part, and the concept of “co-
creationˮ began to converge with law, forming a 
new category of “legal co-creation”, which 
means “the process of joint activity interaction 
between state and public institutions, various 
political and social actors within the legal field 
(space of legal life), as a result of which a 
certain new legal reality (in the form of 
normative legal provisions and samples of their 
implementation) or an update of the traditional 
one is taking place (with the introduction of 
some new elements into the form, the structure 
and content of law)ˮ [1, p. 109].  

At the same time, I would like to suggest 
signs of legal co-creation, which, in our opinion, 
will develop and concretize the above 
definition.  

Such signs include the following ones.  
1) Legal co-creation is a kind of both 

creativity and, to a greater extent, cooperation 
between government and society. To 
cooperate, according to dictionaries, is “to act 
together, to take part in a common cause” [2, p. 
750], which means to create something 
together, or even “createˮ, forming new 
elements of social culture, in this case ― of a 
legal nature.  

2) It acts as the highest form of 
cooperation, involving citizens and structures of 
society in public administration, where it is 
required to show special volition, passionarity 
and responsibility, defining new legal rules for 
other forms of interaction, the entire legal life 
of society.  

3) Subjects are, on the one hand, public 
authorities, and on the other, institutions of civil 
society, acting as active independent 
participants in law-making and at the same time 
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as a “joint” kind of hybrid actor.  
4) The object is social relations that 

must be organized as a result of this co-
creation, which is embodied in the adoption of 
a legal norm.  

5) The content is embodied in the 
commission by the subjects of actions 
“participatingˮ together in the management of 
state and public affairs through a jointly 
created legal form. In this regard, the 
communicative and security role of law 
increases, which regulates these relations of 
subjects (the state and society), contributing to 
their proper organization (see, for example: 
[3]). 

6) Legal co-creation is carried out in the 
field of law-making activities. At the same 
time, it is worth pointing out the presence of 
legal co-creation in the field of law 
enforcement. At this level, creative and co-
creative principles are also manifested, 
expressed in the issuance of one or another 
individually defined legal decision, which, of 
course, presupposes intellectual and 
somewhat creative efforts of its “developers” 
both on the part of the authoritative law 
enforcers and on the part of the addressees of 
acts of application of law (acts of individual 
legal regulation). For example, taking into 
account the positions of plaintiffs and 
defendants in court proceedings, judicial 
decisions are created; the same general result-
a decision based on the solidarity of the efforts 
of the participants in the case is formed in the 
process of implementing mediation 
procedures1; on the basis of the positions of 

                                                             
1 Article 3 “Principles of the mediation procedureˮ of the 

Federal Law No. 193-FZ dated July 27, 2010 “On an 

alternative dispute settlement procedure with the 

participation of an intermediary (mediation procedure)” 

states: “The mediation procedure is carried out with the 
mutual will of the parties on the basis of the principles of 

voluntariness, confidentiality, cooperation (our italics ― 

A.M., V.T. and V.S.) and equality of the parties, the 

impartiality and independence of the mediatorˮ. ― See: 

applicants, authorized subjects participating in 
legal relations, acts of the application of 
administrative law can be formed ― legally 
significant decisions on the construction of 
buildings, structures, on the use of land plots, 
including through the procedures of public 
discussions, public hearings [4] with residents of 
territories2, etc.).  

7) Legal co-creation is one of the most 
important ways of law-making consolidation of 
civil society institutions and public authorities. If 
the government and society are able to develop 
a common platform for action on this basis, 
then it seems that no sharp contradictions will 
arise between them in the right-realization 
formats. 

8) It is designed to promote the 
achievement of joint goals in the adoption of a 
law-making product (normative legal acts, 
normative agreements, etc.), in which the 
interests of the parties (the state and society) 
are coordinated and satisfied. It is correctly 
noted that in order to “initiate and implement 
fruitful interaction, both sides must be able to 
compare their functional and target orientation 
with the target purpose of the other side in 
order to find a “complementaryˮ and mutually 
acceptable niche in their daily work with the 
participation of the other side...” [5, pp. 98-99]. 

9) Being the highest form of 
cooperation, which is based on consent and 
trust, it determines the positive content of legal 
life, which is introduced into it “when social 
subjects (subjects of law) enter into relations of 
cooperation (solidarity), express their intention 
to jointly solve existing problems and tasks, 
build their relations on the basis of trust, 
mutual understanding and mutual supportˮ [6, 
p. 42]. 

10) Legal co-creation is one of the 
                                                                                                    
Code of Laws of the Russian Federation. 2010. No. 31. 
Article 4162. 
2 See, for example: Article 5.1 of the Urban Planning Code 

of the Russian Federation. ― Code of Laws of the Russian 

Federation. 2005. No. 1 (Part I). Article 16. 
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indicators of the degree of civilization, 
democracy and a high level of development of 
institutions of state power and civil society. 
“The realization of the possibilities of active 
and responsible participation of citizens and 
civil institutions in the processes taking place 
in the state... is one of the main indicators of 
the identity and degree of maturity of modern 
civil society” [7, p. 76]. 

Based on these features, we propose 
the following definition, which, as it seems to 
us, will complement the above one. Legal co-
creation is the highest form of cooperation in 
the legal sphere between public authorities 
and civil society institutions, designed to 
coordinate their interests (then clothed in 
appropriate law-making or even law 
enforcement acts), acting as an integral part of 
positive legal life and one of the main 
indicators of the degree of civilization, 
democracy and maturity of both the state and 
society. 

The processes of legal co-creation, 
being a kind of higher continuation of positive 
social communication between public 
authorities and civil society institutions, act as 
a kind of manifestation of the growth of social 
and legal culture. Therefore, it is hardly 
possible to imagine considering this 
phenomenon outside the socio-cultural 
context and connection with social and legal 
culture. This largely dictates, among other 
things, the more active application of a cultural 
approach to the problem under consideration 
(see, for example: [8]). 

3. Legal co-creation in the context of 
social, political and legal culture: on the issue 
of some theoretical and methodological 
aspects of identification 

Culture has a significant impact on the 
state of legal co-creation (as well as on the 
legal system as a whole, and law as its core). 
Due to the well-known fact that law (and, 
accordingly, phenomena derived from it) is a 

product of culture, it is correctly noted that “the 
more cultured a society is, the more a person's 
conscious influence on the development of law 
affects ...ˮ [9, p. 36], that “culture and law as its 
most important element should to be deployed 
towards the prospects of improving a person 
participating in a common cause through co-
creation (highlighted by us. — A.M., V.T. and 
V.S.), co-development, cooperation...” [10, p. 
8]. 

Culture is usually understood as all the 
achievements of mankind (see, for example: 
[11, p. 761]), because it is a purely human 
world, what is “humanˮ in the world, that is, the 
specificity of sociality (social being) is 
manifested precisely in culture [12, p. 172]. 
Culture can also be assessed as a process of 
development of a system of “supra-biological 
programs of human life activity”, the essential 
points of which are its historical conditionality 
and functional role in ensuring reproduction 
and change of social reality; as a set of 
knowledge accumulated in the course of 
civilizational development, norms of behavior, 
ideas, ideals, goals, social experience and other 
phenomena [13; 14]. It is also important to 
understand the patterns of cultural 
development through active creative human 
processes, through which culture is reproduced 
and improved, and social progress is ensured. 
Thus, Soviet researchers defined culture as a 
socially significant creative activity aimed at 
transforming reality within the framework of 
the dynamic concept [15, pp. 34-35]. This 
theoretical and methodological matrix is 
currently of important heuristic importance for 
understanding the relationship between 
creativity, co-creation and culture and can be 
applied to the study of processes at the level of 
legal co-creation.  

Culture is multifaceted and diverse. It 
finds its manifestation in social interaction in all 
spheres of society, acting as its qualitative 
characteristic. It is no coincidence that the 
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problem of culture is “the problem of human 
interaction in the process of their joint 
activitiesˮ [16, p. 16].  

Thus, in the political life of society, they 
explore their own aspect of culture. Along with 
the culture of political and parliamentary, the 
culture of parliamentarism is also 
distinguished. In comparison with the 
categories of “political culture” and 
“parliamentary cultureˮ, the concept of 
“culture of parliamentarism”, acting as an 
integral part of the political culture of society, 
is relatively new and practically undeveloped 
in foreign and domestic political science. If 
parliamentary culture refers to the 
parliamentary corps, then the culture of 
parliamentarism reflects the state of civil 
society and, above all, the ability to actively 
influence the work of institutions of 
representative democracy. The culture of 
parliamentarism presupposes high electoral 
activity, an understanding of the importance of 
parliament in the system of separation of 
powers, respect for the rights of the political 
opposition, publicity and transparency in the 
discussion and adoption of laws by the deputy 
corps, and the promulgation of decisions 
taken. Moreover, the culture of 
parliamentarism is unthinkable without 
various forms of public control over people's 
deputies and, in general, over the institutions 
of political power [17, p. 134]. It is no 
coincidence that the literature emphasizes 
that “in a political science sense, we define 
parliamentarism as co-creation (highlighted by 
us. — A.M., V.T. and V.S.) of the state and civil 
society to implement democratic governance 
with recognition of the moral imperative and 
the special leading role of parliament. Then 
the constant feeling of the state and society of 
each other in this process determines the 
culture of parliamentarism. The definition of 
the nature of interaction between the state 
and society as co-creation (highlighted by us. 

— A.M., V.T. and V.S.) is of key importance, 
because it opens the way to understanding the 
role of the development of the culture of 
parliamentarism in the processes of democratic 
transformation... The dialogue of a 
parliamentarian with voters, with all citizens is 
intended to be the basis of their co-creation 
(highlighted by us. — A.M., V.T. and V.S.) on 
draft laws. Culture requires a certain balance of 
spiritual and material values, focusing not on a 
rigid, but on a democratic ideal, which is 
logically considered the ability of people to 
coexist, the ability to reach compromise, 
agreements, consensus...” [18, p. 271].  

Legal co-creation, being closely 
connected with social and political culture 
(which includes parliamentary culture and the 
culture of parliamentarism), develops in the 
closest intertwining with legal culture, which 
includes law-making and law-realization cultural 
components. If legal culture can be understood 
as the level of legal awareness and legal activity 
of society, the degree of progressiveness of 
legal norms and legal activity, then considering 
in this regard legal co-creation as an expression 
of the legal culture of society, it can be stated 
that such one, being the highest form of 
cooperation, also embodies in essence the 
ideals of social legal consciousness aimed not 
only at the perception of the current 
(“existingˮ) law, but also actively leading the law 
to its characteristics of “due”. At the same time, 
an important basis for numerous law-making 
processes is the culture of law-making, which 
involves ensuring the widest possible 
participation of citizens in government decision-
making [19, p. 29]. Thus, legal co-creation is 
mediated by social, political and legal culture, 
which determines their natural mutual 
influence. 

4. Mutual influence of legal co-creation 
and culture 

As noted earlier, co-creation is 
influenced by legal culture. Thus, in relation to 
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legal realities, one can state the intensification 
and transformation of legal co-creation of 
public authorities and civil society in 
connection with the development of a digital 
culture of legal processes (see, for example: 
[20]). This strengthens this mutual influence 
and leads to changes in the field of lawmaking 
and legal co-creation. In particular, modern 
research indicates a change in the roles of 
typical law-making subjects (“the legislator as 
an intermediaryˮ, law-making crowdsourcing, 
etc.) [21, p. 68], which foreign researchers also 
pay attention to (see, for example: [22; 23; 
24]). Culture is expressed both in the 
procedural forms of legal co-creation, and 
directly in the results of legal co-creation, 
which are filled with value content and “work” 
for the overall development of legal life. 

The process of interaction between 
public authorities and civil society institutions 
largely depends on the level of general and 
legal culture, which undoubtedly affects the 
process of their legal co-creation, the quality 
and effectiveness of its results. In this case, the 
efficiency of the law-making system can be 
considered mainly in the context of cultural 
forms of communication between political and 
legal entities. The process of legal co-creation 
of government and social structures is a sign of 
a high level of law-making culture [25, p. 81].  

Culture influences not only law-making, 
but also law enforcement, and co-creation 
processes in this area. Its lack leads to defects 
in the implementation and official 
interpretation of legal norms, which generates 
negative consequences in relations between 
society and the state [26, pp. 9-10]. “The 
concept of legal culture is so universal that it 
covers not only the value cross-section of legal 
reality, but also serves to evaluate the types of 
law-making, regulatory framework and legal 
practiceˮ [27, p. 31].  

In turn, the legal co-creation of the 
state and society has the opposite effect on 

culture (including legal culture). The 
development of law-making mechanisms and 
the participation of subjects in these processes 
“raisesˮ the cultural level of all related legal 
phenomena. This also applies directly to the 
adoption of laws and other regulatory legal acts 
that promote the development of social and 
legal culture (already adopted federal laws “On 
Education”, “On Physical Culture and Sports in 
the Russian Federation”, etc., or proposed for 
adoption “On the protection of cultural values”, 
“On the right of citizens of the Russian 
Federation to cultural identity”, etc. [27, p. 6]). 
But it should also be about the situation when 
the subjects of legal co-creation participate in 
the formation and implementation of various 
types of legal policy, thereby expressing a new 
higher level of culture in the formation of the 
state legal system of the country. The 
Foundations of the state Cultural Policy 
approved by the Decree of the President of the 
Russian Federation3, where this policy is defined 
as “activities carried out by public authorities 
with the participation of civil society institutions 
aimed at supporting, preserving and developing 
all branches of culture, all types of creative 
activity of Russian citizens”, are aimed at the 
implementation of such communicative 
mechanisms. 6 of section II of this Decree, when 
describing the grounds for the development of 
this policy, it is clearly emphasized: “The 
development and implementation of the state 
cultural policy... are carried out in close 
cooperation between the state and society” (our 
italics — A.M., V.T. and V.S.)4.  

                                                             
3 Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 

808 dated December 24, 2014 “On approval of the 

Foundations of the State cultural policyˮ (with 

amendments and additions dated 01/25/2023). Code of 

Laws of the Russian Federation. 2014. No. 52. Article 

7753. 
4 Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 35 

dated January 25, 2023 “On Amendments to the 

Foundations of State cultural policy approved by Decree 

of the President of the Russian Federation No. 808 dated 
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Another example. Article 9 of the 
Decree of the President of the Russian 
Federation “On Approval of the Foundations of 
State Policy for the Preservation and 
strengthening of traditional Russian spiritual 
and moral values”5 defines: “The state policy 
of the Russian Federation for the preservation 
and strengthening of traditional Russian 
spiritual and moral values... is a set of 
coordinated measures implemented by the 
President of the Russian Federation and other 
public authorities with the participation of civil 
society institutions to counter sociocultural 
threats to the national security of the Russian 
Federation in terms of the protection of 
traditional values”; article 26 of the designated 
Decree calls “the involvement of civil society 
institutions” one of the main organizational 
tools of this policy. In other words, in all 
significant decisions of the government and in 
the design of such decisions, contact between 
the state and society is assumed. 

5. Conclusions 
Thus, legal co-creation and culture are 

very closely linked and mutually influence each 
other. On the one side, culture creates 
conditions for better and more effective legal 
co-creation of public authorities and civil 
society institutions, it contributes to the 
formation of a special culture of legal co-
creation, acting as a special kind of culture of 
law-making in general, as well as manifesting 
itself within the framework of legal realization 
(where it is also sometimes necessary to 
involve active creative dialogic principles to 
solve issues related to the application of law), 
respectively increasing the level of culture of 

                                                                                                 
December 24, 2014ˮ. Code of Laws of the Russian 

Federation. 2023. No. 5. Article 777. 
5 Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 

809 dated January 9, 2022 “On approval of the 
Foundations of State Policy for the preservation and 

strengthening of traditional Russian spiritual and moral 

valuesˮ. Code of Laws of the Russian Federation. 2022. 

No. 46. Article 7977. 

legal realization. On the other side, legal co-
creation provides strategic and tactical 
“regulatory and legal services” to the culture of 
society, including a cross-section of legal 
culture, contributes to raising its level through 
legal products based on the principles of 
cooperation, expressed in federal laws, other 
regulatory legal acts, and the results of various 
types of legal policy. These aspects of the 
mutual influence of legal co-creation and 
culture (first of all, legal culture) allow us to 
conclude that it is necessary to continue 
studying legal co-creation together with culture 
and other related socio-humanitarian 
phenomena (politics, psychology, ethics, etc.), 
which seems promising both in terms of 
increasing theoretical knowledge about the 
phenomenon of legal co-creation, and in terms 
of improving the practice of modern legal co-
creation, which is so necessary, as the analysis 
shows, as one of the elements of the 
mechanism of state-legal construction. 

 



Law Enforcement Review 
2024, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 5–14 

Правоприменение 
2024. Т. 8, № 4. С. 5–14 

ISSN 2542-1514 (Print) 

 

 

 
REFERENCES 

 
1. Trofimov V.V., Sviridov V.V. Legal co-creation: definition of the concept and role in the Russian law-making 

process. Pravovaya politika i pravovaya zhizn’ = Legal policy and legal life, 2018, no. 4, pp. 106–114. (In Russ.). 
2. Popov V.I. The communicative and supporting role of law in relations between the state and civil society, 

Cand. Diss. Thesis. Moscow, 2022. 33 p. (In Russ.). 
3. Averyanova N.N. Public hearings as a form of interaction between government and society in the sphere of 

regulation of land relations. Izvestiya Saratovskogo universiteta. Novaya seriya. Seriya: Ekonomika. Upravlenie. 
Pravo = News of Saratov University. New series. Series: Economics. Management. Law, 2013, vol. 13, iss. 1, pp. 101– 
104. (In Russ.). 

4. Nikovskaya L.I., Yakimets V.N. From conflict to intersectoral partnership. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sotsial’noi 
antropologii = Journal of Sociology and Social Anthropology, 2003, vol. VI, no. 1, pp. 96–112. (In Russ.). 

5. Trofimov V.V. Conflict law and the law of cooperation as an expression of basic social strategies: the problem 
of the reality of a systemic legal structure. Gosudarstvenno-pravovye issledovaniya = State legal studies, 2022, iss. 5, 
pp. 39–51. (In Russ.). 

6. Trofimov V.V. Communication of civil society and public authorities on the platform of legal co-creation as a 
social tool for leveling and stabilizing the course of state and legal development (introduction to the problem). Pravo: 
istoriya i sovremennost’ = Law: history and modernity, 2018, no. 1, pp. 73–82. (In Russ.). 

7. Stepanenko R.F. Culturological approach to law: problems of interdisciplinary research. Gosudarstvo i pravo 
= State and Law, 2022, no. 1, pp. 64–74. (In Russ.). 

8. Gins G.K. Law and culture, Monograph, ed. and pref. by V.M. Baranov. Moscow, Yurlitinform Publ., 2012. 
317 p. (In Russ.). 

9. Aisner L.Yu., Bershadskaya S.V. Culture, values, law. Vestnik Vostochno-Sibirskoi otkrytoi akademii = Bulletin 
of the East Siberian Open Academy, 2014, no. 16, p. 8. (In Russ.). 

10. Mironov V.V. (ed.). Philosophy, Textbook for universities. Moscow, Norma Publ., 2005. 928 p. (In Russ.). 
11. Chestnov I.L. Legal culture as a mechanism for the reproduction of legal reality, in: Romashov R.A. (ed.). 

Pravo v kontekste sotsiodinamiki kul’tury, Monograph, St. Petersburg, St. Petersburg Humanitarian University of 
Trade Unions Publ., 2010, pp. 172–178. (In Russ.). 

12. Stepin V.S. Human. Activity. Culture, Monograph. St. Petersburg, St. Petersburg Humanitarian University of 
Trade Unions Publ., 2018. 796 p. (In Russ.). 

13. Lektorsky V.A. Man and culture, Selected articles. St. Petersburg, St. Petersburg Humanitarian University 
of Trade Unions Publ., 2018. 639 p. (In Russ.). 

14. Zlobin N.S. Some methodological problems of cultural research, in: Zlobin N.S. (ed.). Problemy teorii 
kul’tury, Moscow, 1977, pp. 17–50. (In Russ.). 

15. Troshikhin V.V., Teplov V.I. Culture of the political process, Monograph. Moscow, Russkaiya delovaya liter- 
atura Publ., 2001. 224 p. (In Russ.). 

16. Zimin A.V. The culture of parliamentarism of the population of Tambov: experience of political and socio- 
logical research. Vestnik Tambovskogo universiteta. Seriya: Gumanitarnye nauki = Bulletin of Tambov University. 
Series: Humanities, 2014, no. 11 (139), pp. 134–138. (In Russ.). 

17. Pogorelova A.I. Culture as a factor in the democratic consolidation of society. Sotsial’no-gumanitarnye 
znaniya = Social and humanitarian knowledge, 2013, no. 6, pp. 269–275. (In Russ.). 

18. Tosunyan G.A., Sannikova L.V. The culture of lawmaking in modern Russia. Gosudarstvo i pravo = State and 
Law, 2018, no. 3, pp. 28–34. (In Russ.). 

19. Tikhomirov Yu.A., Kichigin N.V., Tsomartova F.V., Balkhaeva S.B. Law and digital transformation. Pravo. 
Zhurnal Vysshei shkoly ekonomiki = Law. Journal of the Higher School of Economics, 2021, no. 2, pp. 4–23. (In Russ.). 

20. Zaloilo M.V. Post-industrial Culture of Law-making: a New Image of Reality. Vestnik Universiteta imeni 
O.E. Kutafina (MGYuA) = Courier of Kutafin Moscow State Law University (MSAL), 2022, no. 4, pp. 65–73. DOI: 
10.17803/2311-5998.2022.92.4.065-073. (In Russ.). 

20. Zaloilo M.V. Post-industrial culture of lawmaking: a new image of reality. Vestnik Universiteta  imeni 
O.E. Kutafina (MGYuA) = Bulletin of the University named after O.E. Kutafina (Moscow State Law University), 2022, 
no. 4 (92), pp. 65–73. (In Russ.). 

21. Alsina V., Marti J.L. The Birth of the CrowdLaw Movement: Tech-Based Citizen Participation, Legitimacy and 



Law Enforcement Review 
2024, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 5–14 

Правоприменение 
2024. Т. 8, № 4. С. 5–14 

ISSN 2658-4050 (Online) 

 

 

the Quality of Lawmaking. Analyse und Kritik, 2018, vol. 40, no. 2, pp. 337–358. 
22. Durman P., Musa A., Kopric I. Participatory law-making in the digital age: The case of the e-public consul- 

tation platform in Croatia, in: Randma-Liiv T., Lember V. (eds.). Engaging Citizens in Policy Making e-Participation 
Practices in Europe, Cheltenham, UK, Edward Elgar Publ., 2022, pp. 91–103. 

23. Shibutani K. Creating a customer-centric culture in the law-drafting process – Initial stages of cultural trans- 
formation. Leppävaara, Laurea University of Applied Sciences Publ., 2018. 87 p. 

24. Samorodov V.Yu. The culture of lawmaking in modern Russia: problems of theory and practice, Cand. Diss. 
Tambov, 2023. 245 p. (In Russ.). 

25. Malko A.V., Lipinsky D.A., Markunin R.S. Implementation of legal responsibility in legal consciousness and 
legal culture. Pravoprimenenie = Law Enforcement Review, 2022, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 5–18. DOI: 10.52468/2542-1514. 
2022.6(3).5-18. 

26. Sorokin V.V. Theory of legal culture, Monograph. Moscow, Prospekt Publ., 2023. 360 p. (In Russ.). 
 

 INFORMATION ABOUT AUTHORS 
 Alexander V. Malko – Doctor of Law, Professor, 

Honoured Worker of Science of the Russian 
Federation; Chief Researcher, Research Institute of 
State and Legal Research 
Derzhavin Tambov State University 
181b, Sovetskaya ul., Tambov, 392008, Russia E-
mail: alex25-58@mail.ru 
RSCI SPIN-code: 5306-7069; AuthorID: 106349 

 

Vasily V. Trofimov – Doctor of Law, Associate 
Professor; Head, Research Institute of State and Legal 
Research; Professor, Department of Theory and 
History of State and Law 
Derzhavin Tambov State University 
181b, Sovetskaya ul., Tambov, 392008, Russia E-
mail: iptgutv@mail.ru 
RSCI SPIN-code: 2555-5922; AuthorID: 454236 

 

Vladimir Yu. Samorodov – PhD in Law, Junior 
Researcher, Research Institute of State and Legal 
Research 
Derzhavin Tambov State University 
181b, Sovetskaya ul., Tambov, 392008, Russia E-
mail: Vova.Samorodov@yandex.ru 
RSCI SPIN-code: 5042-6646; AuthorID: 912213 
 
BIBLIOGRAPHIC DESCRIPTION 
Malko A.V., Trofimov V.V., Samorodov V.Yu. Legal co-
creation and culture: current aspects of mutual 
influence. Pravoprimenenie = Law Enforcement 
Review, 2024, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 5–14. DOI: 10.52468/ 
2542-1514.2024.8(4).5-14. (In Russ.). 

 
 

13 

mailto:alex25-58@mail.ru
mailto:iptgutv@mail.ru
mailto:Vova.Samorodov@yandex.ru


Law Enforcement Review 
2024, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 5–14 

Правоприменение 
2024. Т. 8, № 4. С. 5–14 

ISSN 2542-1514 (Print) 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

14 


	LEGAL CO-CREATION AND CULTURE: CURRENT ASPECTS OF MUTUAL INFLUENCE
	5
	REFERENCES
	INFORMATION ABOUT AUTHORS

	13
	14

