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Background. The paradigmatic approach to the history of science can be applied in various studies, including those of
legal psychology. The use of the term «paradigm» in the study occurs at the intersection of philosophical,
epistemological, historical and psychological issues, as well as the issues of the methodology of science and is
contextualized in the context of applied law and practical psychology. That’s why it creates a need in determining the
theoretical foundations of the «paradigm» concept which we would use in a context of legal psychology, but which would
include applying the foundations of knowledge from the field of history of science, philosophy of science and philosophy
of history.

Objective. To define the theoretical basis of the «paradigm» phenomena in the context of legal psychology, which would

include the systematization of the concept’s elements into a single epistemological category.

Methods. Structural functionalist method was used while determining the main elements that constitute the term
«paradigmy, which is best-known by its use in Thomas Saumel Kuhn’s theory. Historiosophical, epistemological and
gnoseological approaches to understanding the process of paradigmatic development of legal psychology were used to

systematize the term «paradigmpy into a single category.

Results. The concept of a «paradigm» and/or «paradigmatic approachy are inextricably linked with the development of
scientific knowledge and cognition, its socio-psychological and historical conditions, the objective conditions of scientific
progress, they constitute the concept of «scientific revolution», which is authored by Thomas Samuel Kuhn as a part of
scientific historical discourse. The social element of «paradigm» characterizes the fact that when a the new knowledge

must arise it must be axiomatically accepted by the scientific community.

Conclusion. Scientific knowledge, according to Thomas Kuhn, is inherently external in nature, it is influenced from the
outside. This constitutes externalism, as one of the directions in the history of science, the representative of which Thomas
Kuhn is. The interpretation of specific scientific knowledge, its use, and the very process of formation and functioning of
the «paradigms» are influenced by the set of social, political, and cultural attitudes inherent in a particular time. Scientific
paradigms arise when there are certain epistemological conditions appear and they create a need to systematize scientific

knowledge. At the same time, for epistemological systematization, it is needed to be socially accepted.

Key words: paradigm, anthropological paradigm, clinical paradigm, legal psychology, paradigm shift, social
psychology.
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INTRODUCTION

The legal psychological framework of the
term «paradigmy represents a shift that happened
during 1950s and 1960s in research practices of
context

human behavioral patterns in legal

(Kankam, 2019: 85-92; Silvia, 2021:1-10). The
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term «paradigmy» itself and the concept of
«scientific revolution» are used in the works of
Thomas Samuel Kuhn (Salgar, 2023; Kuhn,
1962), Ferdinand de Saussure, Immanuel Kant,
Ludwig Wittgenstein, as well as several modern

authors and researchers who rely on the classical
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works of the above-mentioned authors. The con-
troversy over the definition of criteria for science
and methodology is associated, among other
things, with the support or criticism of the para-
digmatic approach both in modern science and in
the field of the philosophy of science. Due to this,
the problem of the definition of legal psychology
as an independent scientific field arises (Ozerskyi,
2024), which requires additional attention from
scientific psychological community (Mendoza,
2023).

One can find the use of the term
«paradigmy in the same semantic meaning as the
concepts of pattern, scientific tradition, model,
regularity, scientific achievement, template, asso-
ciation, image, or even scientific framework,
however, given the general nature of this term in
scientific discourse (particularly in psychological
and philosophical categories of knowledge and
perception as epistemology and gnoseology)
(Guba E., & Lincoln Y., 1982, 233), it is impossi-
ble and incorrect to establish an analogy of the
meaning of «scientific paradigm» with only one
of the above. The article structures the main ele-
ments of the process of scientific development
and the components of the concept of «paradigm»
in the specified contexts (Ylonen & Aven, 2023;
Potili & Zhan, 2023).

Out of contemporary scientific work, over
the last 5 years, the issue of paradigm shift in le-
gal psychology and paradigmatic nature of scien-
tific development are represented in various stud-
ies (Boechat, 2023; Sternberg, 2023; Neder, 2024;
Merlo, 2023; Krauss, 2024; Hilton, et al., 2023;
Lehmann-Hasemeyer, 2023; Hauge, 2024).

MATERIALS AND METHODS
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the genesis of any concept, including the para-

digm genesis, a historiographical and historio-

sophical approach is necessary. To determine the

characteristic features inherent in the paradigmat-

ic approach in science, a method of structural

functionalism was used to clarify the essence of
the concept of paradigm itself.

Also, the study used epistemological and
gnoseological approaches to understanding the
process of paradigmatic development of science,
paradigm shift and the cycle of scientific revolu-
tion (Lehmann-Hasemeyer, 2023; Zagaria, 2024;
Sek-Ciudalcampo, & Atencia-Conde-Pumpido,
2024). In particular, the definition of criteria of
being scientific (or being a science) (which are
also the leitmotif of the paradigmatic approach) is
the subject of the epistemological approach, while
the structuring of the development of scientific
knowledge is the subject of the epistemological
approach.

In the context of legal psychological is-
sues (Starynskyi, & Zavalna, 2025: 58-64), and
theoretical foundations of this scientific field,
study itself addresses the category of «method» as
such. Examining the nature of methodological
analysis requires defining the methodology of sci-
ence and its governing principles through synthet-
ic logical operations. Thus, our focus is on human
intellectual activity — which is cognitive in es-
sence — as opposed to practical activity in the con-
text of socio-legal relations (including mental
ones) (Cominelli, 2025).

RESULTS
A paradigm is a concept which is usually

used to characterize a phenomenon that emerges

Methodological approach to the study of from the synthesis of the study of historical and
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scientific processes (Melnyk, 2025b: 300). The
concept of the «paradigmy» is a key category in the
philosophy of history and the philosophy of sci-
ence; broadly speaking, the term itself is a product
of the historiosophy of science.

The word «paradigm» is of a Greek origin
(from the word «zmapaderyuar) and corresponds to
the concept of a «pattern» - denoting a specific
recurrence, regularity, or functional model. It
dates back to the pre-Christian era, appearing, for
instance, in the dialogues of Plato. From the 19th
century onwards, the concept came into use in
linguistics and semiotics, particularly in the study
of established linguistic models within Ancient
Greek and Latin (Ferndndez-Dominguez, J., et al.,
2020; Melnyk, 2025a).

The concept of «paradigm» and the term
«paradigmatic» are used in the works of the
founder of modern linguistics and the most influ-
ential representative of structural semiotics — Fer-
dinand de Saussure, in his work «Cours de lin-
guistique generale» (1916), contrasting the para-
digmatic relation with the syntagmatic one. The
paradigmatic relation is related to the concepts of
«association» and «substitution» of morphemes
(De Saussure, 1916: 175).

In addition to Ferdinand de Saussure, the
concept of «paradigm» in linguistics is often used
by the Austrian philosopher Ludwig Wittgenstein,
in particular in his work «Philosophical Experi-
ments» (published after his death in 1953), to de-
note a similar relationship between linguistic
structural elements. In the final indexation in
Wittgenstein’s work, the word «paradigmy» is
equated with the
«model» (Wittgenstein, 1953). But, the most

concept of

widely used interpretation of «paradigm» today
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was systematized in the 1960s with the participa-
tion of representatives of the post-positivist trend
in the philosophy of science (Gori, 2024; Bentley,
2024).

As of now, the scientific community has
reached a relative consensus regarding who con-
tributed the most to the understanding of the con-
cept of «paradigmy». The most influential theorist
of the «paradigm» concept is the American histo-
rian and philosopher Thomas Samuel Kuhn (1922
-1996), who formulated the definition of the term
as it is understood in the modern history of sci-
ence (Belgrano, 2021: 1-16).

Categories that are related to the term
«paradigm» and similar to the concept of
«scientific revolution» are found as early as the
late 18th century, among representatives of Ger-
man classical philosophy, in particular, in Imman-
uel Kant’s philosophical framework as he men-
tions the so-called «revolution in the way of
thinking» (Geier, 2011: 31-32; Vivas-Reyes,
2024).

There are two components that are essen-
tial for the formation of a paradigm in a scientific
field. Paradigms arise when, on the one hand,
there are conditions, and on the other hand, there
is a need to systematize scientific knowledge. At
the same time, for systematization of knowledge,
it must exist and be axiomatically accepted by the
scientific community. Thus, we get a full cycle of
scientific development, starting from the transi-
tion to «normal science» and the emergence of the
need to use a paradigm of knowledge, ending with
the change of this paradigm to another. This is the
process of a scientific revolution, which is cycli-
cal in nature (Schindler, 2024).

Turning to the very structure of the con-
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cept of «paradigmy, it is worth referring to the
work of Thomas Samuel Kuhn «The Structure of
Scientific Revolutions» (1962), in which two re-
quirements are put forward for the concept of a
scientific paradigm:

1. To become paradigmatic, scientific
achievements must be of an unprecedented na-
ture, which determines the formation of a group
of followers who refuse to use different scientific
approaches.

2. This scientific achievement must have a
formulating, first-problem nature, and postulate
new scientific problems (Kuhn, 1962: 10).

Thus, a scientific paradigm is a model of
scientific knowledge and inquiry, or a scientific
tradition. A characteristic feature of a scientific
paradigm 1is its fundamental unity. A scientific
paradigm is simultaneously determined by scien-
tists and at the same time a determinant of its
emergence.

According to T. S. Kuhn, the crisis of sci-
ence is a harbinger of further scientific revolution.
The crisis of the situation lies in the inability of
the previously dominant scientific paradigm to
interpret a new form of reality, which naturally
produces a conflict between different gaps
«accumulation of facts», which seek to turn into
new dominant paradigms of science. The theoreti-
cal and methodological struggle will be waged
until a new dominant paradigm emerges, which
will be characterized by a radically different lan-
guage of science, a conceptual and categorical
apparatus unlike previous times, and a different
methodology of scientific research. In addition to
terminology, there must also be a change in the
truth criteria and, in general, the logic of finding
the criteria.
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One way or another, the scientific revolu-
tion leads to the replacement of the previous pre-
vailing paradigm with a new paradigm in science
and therefore establishes a new «normal sci-
ence» (Kuhn, 1962; Hauge, 2024). After all, in a
normal scientific study T. S. Kuhn recognizes any
scientific work that «refers to one or more scien-
tific achievements» (Kuhn, 1962). At the heart of
normal science is once again the need of a scien-
tist to solve «puzzles», which never leads to real
discoveries, but allows to produce work that
aimed at isolating and collecting conditionally
«new» facts (Mayoral, 2023; Walasik, 2024). Of
course, this is how anomalies reappear, which
will lead to another scientific crisis in the future.
In my opinion, the scientific paradigm in
the context of legal and psychological knowledge
should be interpreted as follows: the scientific
paradigm of legal psychology — is a system of
beliefs about the nature of the human psyche in
law (Lorenzetti, et al., 2024), consisting of guid-
ing ideas, fundamentally important values and
their determined value attitudes, specific methods
of assessment by a psychologist of legal norms
and the level of legal awareness in society, and is
also shared by a wide, methodologically and geo-
graphically diverse circle of researchers. Un-
doubtedly, the most consistent influence of one or
another scientific paradigm is left in theoretical
works, while psychological and legal empirical
explorations and scientific and practical publica-
tions more often serve as an applied embodiment
of those elements that I propose to consider as
constituent parts of the branch definition of a sci-
entific paradigm (Beccera & Cardenas, 2025).
Thomas Kuhn employs the term «normal

science» to denote the very process of acquiring
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scientific knowledge — that is, scientific research
itself. The

knowledge in a specific era is opposed to the idea

activity integrity of scientific
of scientific knowledge and the scientific process
as an evolutionary-historical process (Tanghe,
2023). Scientific pluralism, as one of the attrib-
utes of the concept of «paradigm», contradicts the
desire of positivists to unify the methodology of
science using empirical methods to obtain
«objective» knowledge (Demidenko, & Bilous,
2023: 317-322). Paradigm is a post-positivist phe-
nomenon, because science itself and the scientific
process are changing phenomena (Joshua, 2014).

The very genesis of the term «paradigm»»
includes the concept of a «scientific school», the
main criteria for differentiation of which is the
use of the scientific method or the «dictates of
scientific observation and method» (Kuhn, 1962).
Thus, a scientific direction can be considered sci-
entific, regardless of the method inherent in it,
and depending on the existence of a dominant
paradigm in it (Kuhn, 1962: 4).

Unwanted facts for the paradigm are
called «anomalies». Separately, I note that from
the point of view of philosophical hermeneutics,
1t does not matter to what extent the facts, includ-
ing «anomalousy», correspond to the real sur-
rounding reality. It should be considered a herme-
neutic fact that it is narratively acceptable for so-
cial reality and receives the greatest socio-cultural
dissemination. Therefore, for fact to truly turn
into a factual reality, first, public approval is
needed, which is achieved by means of agitation,
propaganda, and informational positioning. The
effectiveness of the implementation that arrives in
the new reality campaign is clearly correlated
with social fatigue from the dominance of tradi-
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tional ideas about the actual manifestations of so-
cio-cultural values. The psychological structure of
any society, as well as the mental attitudes of a
specific individual, are always built upon unstop-
pable and tireless searches for something new.
Accordingly, the old paradigms are quite logically
replaced by new ones, which is the essence of the
history of science.

It is also worth noting that with a paradig-
matic approach, positivism will act as one of the
paradigms of scientific knowledge. Traditionally,
it is the dominant paradigm in natural sciences
(Shovy, & Azmy, 2024: 44). However, with the
general scientific use of the positivist paradigm,
fragmentation is already occurring, into social
(Biely, 2024), evolutionary and critical positiv-
ism. And in general, positivism itself is in the cy-
cle of scientific knowledge, because it originates
from empiricism (Shovy, & Azmy, 2024: 45).

By the cyclical development of scientific
knowledge, we mean the cycle of development of
individual paradigms that evolve to the stage of a
revolution in the method (Senkevich, et al., 2021:
168-169),

knowledge appears, and a paradigm shift occurs

after which qualitatively new
and the cycle begins again. The cyclical nature of
scientific development is dictated by the fact that,
according to Kuhn, knowledge cannot be in a stat-
ic state, since it is characterized by permanent de-
velopment.

Another regularity of paradigmatic devel-
opment is its permanent nature, because a para-
digm cannot be replaced unless another one
comes in its place. A paradigm shift, on the one
hand, is a determinant of the development of sci-
entific knowledge; on the other hand, it character-

izes the crisis of an already existing system of
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knowledge. That is why this change can be ac-
companied by the chaotic development of scien-
tific research in a certain field over a certain peri-
od.

The start of development of paradigmatic
approaches in legal psychology is determined by
the universalization of the term by Thomas Samu-
el Kuhn in 1962. Since then, the paradigmatic ap-
proach is used in legal-psychological framework
(Saraiva, 2024). In this case, the first question that
arises is the following. A paradigm is part of the
core and concluding (though not final, given the
cyclical nature of the evolution of scientific
knowledge according to Kuhn) structural element
of a scientific revolution. This element is known
as a «paradigm shift». The evolution of scientific
knowledge must reach a specific stage before dis-
tinct paradigms can begin to form within it. The
cycle commences with the transition of scientific
knowledge from a state of «pre-science» to that of
«normal science» (Kuhn, 1962: 23-26).

Kant speaks of mathematics as a science
where a revolution of thinking has already taken
place, which is also reflected in the work of
Thomas Kuhn, because, speaking of the «mature»
sciences where scientific paradigms were first
formed, Kuhn also points to mathematics and as-
tronomy. Biological knowledge forms relatively
modern paradigms, while the existence of scien-
tific paradigms in the social sciences remains in
question. Like Immanuel Kant, Thomas Kuhn
writes about the achievements of Francis Bacon,
as well as paradigm shifts and scientific revolu-
tions in the natural sciences (Chafe, 2023: 1-10;
2023, Kant,
1919). Overall, Kantian ideas frequently appear in

Veves-Jimenez & Mora-Rojas,

Kuhn’s scholarly work. Central to characterizing
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Kuhn’s theory of scientific revolution is the so-
called «Copernican Revolution», which most ac-
curately exemplifies a revolution in thought, a
paradigm shift in scientific knowledge, and a
qualitative change in scientific research.

An integral part of the paradigmatic ap-
proach to studying the evolution of scientific
knowledge is its legal psychological and socio-
psychological aspect, because in order for the
process of «scientific revolution» and subsequent
paradigm shift to occur, it is necessary for the sci-
entific community to accept that set of theories,
concepts, ideas, epistemes, and frames (Seuthe &
Freyberg, 2024; Mansouri, 2024). This is the first
requirement for the formation of a paradigm in
science.

Despite the methodological and scientific
pluralism inherent in the paradigmatic approach
within the history of science, specific scientific
paradigms themselves are characterized by a cer-
tain dogmatism regarding a particular scientific
direction, rather than by a synthetic approach to
scientific knowledge (Gaj, 2023; Ok, 2024; Kim,
2025). Thomas Kuhn is his work — «The Function
of Dogma in Scientific Inquiry» (1961), points
out that practitioners of any science can draw
knowledge from different researchers who may
contradict each other, citing Descartes, Newton,
and Copernicus as examples, and that a scientist
can take ideas from all three, even if they contra-
dict each other, but representatives of a certain
paradigm can have only one scientific primary
source «but that same group, if it has a paradigm
at all, can have only one» (Kuhn, 1961: 352).

So, there is another interpretation of
Kuhn’s works, which determines that only those

fields where there is a single paradigm can be
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considered science — that is, where there is a so-
cial scientific consensus around the fundamental,
basic ideas, knowledge that form one dominant
paradigm (Potters, 2024). According to this crite-
rion, all social sciences, humanities, including
legal psychology cannot be considered science,
since there is paradigmatic pluralism (Fuller,
1994: 9), which indicates the absence of verified
knowledge that becomes axiomatic (Joshua,
2014: 83-86).

Therefore, these sciences should be de-
fined as pre-paradigmatic. Because of this, Kuhn
is criticized by representatives of the humanities
(Preston, 2024), because in their opinion, Kuhn’s
doctrine of the «scientific revolutiony is not rele-
vant for the socio-humanities (Joshua, 2014: 84).

We can consider the concept of a scien-
tific paradigm as a dominant direction in the de-
velopment of scientific knowledge at a particular
time, or as a direction in scientific knowledge that
exists in contrast to other directions. Thomas
Kuhn leaves open the question of what in modern
science and philosophy can be considered a spe-
cific example of a scientific paradigm. The char-
acteristic structural elements of the concept of
«paradigmy in a scientific context are gnoseologi-
cal, epistemological and social components.

The epistemological element of the con-
cept of «paradigmy» characterizes the very essence
of this phenomenon as a procedural tool for sys-
tematizing the process of transition from learned
knowledge to qualitatively new ones (Tung, 2023)

The gnoseological element characterizes
the essence of the paradigmatic approach itself:
abstraction from general rules, which is followed
by three processes: identification of scientific
knowledge, interpretation and rationalization.
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Social component of the paradigm is its

need to be accepted by the society, mainly by the

scientific community, in order to become one.

DISCUSSION

All the above raises the question: can a
paradigm be considered an epistemological cate-
gory ((Navarro & Pino, 2024; Kallestrup & Ka-
vasin, 2025), or should it be classified within the
realm of modern gnoseology? Referring to the
categories defined by Immanuel Kant in «Kritik
der reinen Vernunft», the epistemological context
of the paradigmatic approach will be its noumenal
manifestation, and the epistemological context
will be its phenomenal manifestation. It is the so-
cio-psychological factor that differentiates these
relations (Kant, 1919).

At a subconscious level, representatives of
a certain paradigm recognize the exhaustiveness
of the problematic issues that form this paradigm.
For example, after the paradigm shift in the natu-
ral sciences, which is associated with Newton’s
scientific achievements, those issues that are re-
vealed in the «Philosophice Naturalis Principia
Mathematica» are not subject to rethinking and
are treated as resolved. The same can be said
about other sciences and paradigms: representa-
tives of the psychoanalytic paradigm in applied
psychology (Peiro, 2025) do not question the sci-
entific achievements of Sigmund Freud, but can
only interpret it differently, although the very is-
sue of the absence of a dominant paradigm in psy-
chology calls into question its scientific value
(according to Kuhn) (Melnyk, 2013; Ribeiro-
Schneider, 2023; Turunen, 2023).

Due to this problem, the question of para-

digm determination is raised in Section V of
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Thomas Kuhn’s fundamental work, in which the
author differentiates the concepts of «rules» and
«paradigmsy, defining a pattern that characterizes
another essence of the concept of «scientific para-
digm»y - their inherent social abstraction from oth-
er paradigms. Thus, rules, axioms, dogmas that
operate in one paradigm may not be considered as
such and may not operate in others. «Abstraction
from general rules» is followed by three process-
es: identification of scientific knowledge, inter-
pretation and rationalization (Kuhn, 1962: 44-45).

Nevertheless, some contemporary authors
tend to view Thomas Kuhn’s epistemological
doctrine as contingent (Daniel Omodeo, 2016:
86), while regarding the phenomenon of paradigm
shift and the concept of the «paradigmy itself as
falling within the realm of historical determinism.
After all, as the author himself further notes, the
Copernican Revolution relied on the foundations
of Neoplatonism — meaning it would have been
impossible without the objective development of
the historical process — and possesses a deriva-
tive, cumulative character (Daniel Omodeo, 2016:
88). By this logic, the same cumulative approach
can be used to review the development of legal
psychology.

It is far easier to observe paradigm shifts
in the natural sciences. For instance, a scientific
revolution followed the publication of Isaac New-
ton’s «Philosophia Naturalis Principia Mathemat-
ica». Thomas Kuhn frequently cites this example
to characterize the scientific-evolutionary cycle,
as Newton’s work yielded unprecedented
knowledge that rendered the prevailing paradigm
— and the knowledge upon which it was based —
irrelevant. At the same time, the issue of such
«qualitatively» new, unprecedented knowledge
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remains an open question for the humanities and
the social and behavioral sciences.

CONCLUSIONS

The paradigmatic approach itself focuses
on the study of the evolution of scientific
knowledge, but research is conducted in the con-
text of a specific «frame» meaning specific cate-
gories of thinking inherent in the scientific com-
munity. The definition of the concept of
«paradigm» requires specifying the use of the
term «frame» in this context.

The concept of «frame» in the paradigmat-
ic approach to the study of the history of different
fields of science, including legal psychology, is
revealed in the article by Professor Stefan Par-
telow of the University of Bonn. He defines the
concept of «frame» in science as an auxiliary
structure, around a more complex structure, or a
system of rules, ideals and ideas that are used to
plan or decide something (Partelow, 2023: 511).

Taking the evolutionary approach to the
history of science as a basis, we can determine the
following pattern: since at the initial stage of the
development of scientific knowledge, a scientific
paradigm cannot appear, the main condition for
the emergence of any scientific paradigm is the
acquisition scientific
knowledge (Chaparak, 2023). The source of the

conditional «end» of the existence of a scientific

of qualitatively new

paradigm is also scientific knowledge, which has
a qualitatively new essence in relation to the para-
digm-forming previous knowledge. Based on this,
we can define a paradigm as a procedural tool for
systematizing the process of transition from
learned  knowledge to qualitatively new
knowledge. In addition, it performs as a function

of directing scientific knowledge to a specific
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problem that remains relevant. Ultimately, the
paradigm itself determines which issues and prob-
lems are relevant and which are not.

The main function of the scientific para-
digms, according to Thomas Kuhn, is to deter-
mine the pattern of development for «mature»
sciences. The paradigm does not exist in the field
of art, its manifestations may claim certain analo-
gies in the social sciences (Kaushik, & Walsh,
2019), but in this case, by mature sciences Thom-
as Kuhn means the natural sciences, to which he
gravitates in his fundamental works.

According to Thomas Kuhn, the essence
of a «scientific revolutiony is the replacement of
one dominant scientific theory by another that is
«incompatible» with the previous one. This in-
compatibility is dictated by the essence of the
concept of «revolution» - a fundamental change
in the prevailing system, including the scientific
and methodological one.

The process of a scientific revolution is
characterized by a state of change and stability.
Stability 1s manifested in the process of «normal
science», when researchers act in the context of
the dominant paradigm at that time. A paradigm
shift occurs when the development of scientific
knowledge reaches an unprecedented level.

Thus, a paradigm is a set of scientific
achievements that structure already known scien-
tific knowledge and act as its characteristic ele-
ments.

Thomas Kuhn once again confirms the
deterministic nature of the emergence of scientific
paradigms, comparing purely theoretical sciences
(such as mathematics), natural and social scienc-
es, such as legal psychology and applied psychol-
ogy (Lotysh, & Balatska, 2024: 22-27), consider-
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ing that in some social sciences the question of
whether any dominant paradigm has emerged re-

mains debatable.
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Ilempywenko Bikmopia

Hoxmop meduunux nayx, npogecop, Binnuyvkuil nayionanshuti MeousHu
ynisepcumem imeni M.1. I[Tupocosa, m. Binnuys (Yxpaina)

«IMAPAIUT'MA» AK TEOPETUYHA KATEI'OPISA
IOPUINYHOI IICUXO0JIOT'TI

AHOTALIA

Beryn. IToHATTS «mlapagurmay Iocifiae NeHTpalb-
He Mmicue y ¢dingocodii Haykd Ta METOROJIOTi] HayKOBOTO
Mi3HaHHS, OJJHaK HOTO 3aCTOCYBaHHS B IOPHAMYHIN IICHXO-
JIOTii 3aJMINA€EThCS HEIOCTATHRO KOHIENTYalli30BaHUM.
3pocTaHHs MDKIMCHUILUTIHAPDHUX JTOCIIDKeHb TMOTpelye
YTOYHEHHsI TEOPETUYHUX 3aca]i BUKOPUCTAHHS 1Ii€l KaTero-
pii 3 ypaxyBaHHAM iCTOPHKO-(PIIOCO(CHKHX, €MiCTEMOIIOT -
YHUX 1 ICUXOJIOTIYHUX ITiIXOIIB.

Merta. Bu3HaunTé TEOpPETHYHI OCHOBH IOHSTTS
«mapagurMay B KOHTEKCTI FOPUIMYHOI MCHUXOJIOTIi Ta 00-
I'PYHTYBaTH HOTO SIK LITICHY €MICTEMOJIOTIUHY KaTeropilo.
CTPYKTYpHO-
(GyHKIIOHATIBHUI METOA JUIsl aHaJli3y OCHOBHUX KOMITOHEH-

Metoau. Buxopucrano

TiB MOHATTS «MAPAJUTMay, & TAKOXK iCTOPiocO(PCHKHA, eric-

TEMOJIOTIYHNH 1 THOCEOJIOTIYHUI MIAXOANA IS TOCIIIKEH-
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HS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH PO3BHUTKY HAyYKOBOTO 3HAHHS Ta (op-
MYyBaHHS apaJiTM y IOPUANTHIA TICHXOJOTI.

PesyabraTn.  BcraHoBieHo, 1m0  NOHATTA
«mapajsurma» HepO3pUBHO MNOB'S3aHE 3 MPOLIECAMHU PO3BUT-
Ky HayKOBOI'O 3HAHHS, COIIaJbHO-ICTOPUYHHMH YMOBaMH
(YHKIIOHYBaHHS HAayKH Ta KOHIICTIIIEI0 HAyKOBHUX pPEBO-
mroriit Tomaca Kyna. [Toka3zano, mo ¢popMyBaHHSI HAyKOBOT
rapajiurMy MOXKJIMBE JIMIIIE 38 HAasBHOCTI HOBHMX 3HaHb, SIKi
OTPUMYIOTh BH3HAHHS HayKoBOI cmijgbHOTH. OOIpyHTOBa-
HO, 1[0 CTPYKTypa MapaJurMy BKIOYAE CHiCTEMOJIOTIUHUA,
THOCEOJIOTIYHUI 1 COLiaIbHMII KOMIIOHEHTH, K1 BH3HAYa-
F0Th MEXaHi3MH PO3BHUTKY IOPUAUKO-TICHXOJIOTIYHOI HAYKH.

BucnoBku. [lapagurma B ropuanuHiil ncuxosorii
€ IHCTPYMEHTOM CHCTEMAaTh3allii Ta iHTepHpeTanii HayKo-
BOTO 3HAHHSA, IO 3a0e3medye mepexiy BiJ YCTaJCHHX TEO-
PETHUYHMX MOJieNIeil 10 HOBUX KOHIENTYaTbHUX MifXomiB. Ii
PO3BHUTOK Ma€ UKIIYHHIA XapaKTep 1 3aJIeKUTh Bijl B3aEMO-
Iii KOTHITMBHHX, METOJOJIONIYHMX Ta COI[adbHUX YMHHH-
KiB. 3anpoNOHOBaHE TPAaKTYyBAaHHsS PO3LIMPIOE TEOPETHYHI
3aca/y IOPUIMYHOI TICHXOJIOTIT Ta MOXe OyTH BUKOpPHCTaHE
JUTSL TTOJTATTBIUX JTOCII/KEHB 1i METO0JIOTYHIX OCHOB.

KarouoBi cioBa: mapajaurma, OpUIUYHA [ICHXO-
JIOTisl, eIMiCTEeMOJIOTisl, THOCEOJIOTisI, HayKOBa PEBOIIOIIIS,

3MiHa Mapajurmu.

Viktoriia Petrushenko

Doctor of Medical Sciences, Professor,
National Pirogov Memorial Medical University, Vinnytsia (Ukraine)

THE “PARADIGM” AS A THEORETICAL CA-

TEGORY IN LEGAL PSYCHOLOGY
ABSTRACT

Background. The concept of a paradigm occupies
a central position in the philosophy of science and the
methodology of scientific inquiry. However, its application
in legal psychology remains insufficiently conceptualized.
The growing interdisciplinary nature of contemporary
research necessitates a clarification of the theoretical foun-
dations for using this category, taking into account histori-
cal-philosophical, epistemological, and psychological pers-
pectives.

Objective. To determine the theoretical founda-
tions of the concept of paradigm within the context of legal

psychology and to substantiate it as an integrated epistemo-
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logical category.

Methods. A structural-functional method was em-
ployed to analyze the principal components of the concept
of paradigm. In addition, historiosophical, epistemological,
and gnoseological approaches were applied to examine the
patterns of scientific knowledge development and the for-
mation of paradigms in legal psychology.

Results. The study demonstrates that the concept
of paradigm is intrinsically connected with the develop-
ment of scientific knowledge, the socio-historical condi-
tions of scientific activity, and Thomas Kuhn’s theory of
scientific revolutions. It is shown that the emergence of a
scientific paradigm is possible only when new knowledge
gains recognition and acceptance within the scientific com-
munity. Furthermore, the structure of a paradigm is subs-
tantiated as comprising epistemological, gnoseological, and
social components that determine the mechanisms under-
lying the development of legal psychological science.

Conclusions. In legal psychology, a paradigm
serves as a tool for the systematization and interpretation of
scientific knowledge, facilitating the transition from esta-
blished theoretical models to new conceptual approaches.
Its development is cyclical and depends on the interaction
of cognitive, methodological, and social factors. The propo-
sed interpretation expands the theoretical foundations of
legal psychology and may serve as a basis for further
research into its methodological framework.

Keywords: paradigm; legal psychology; epistemo-

logy; gnoseology; scientific revolution; paradigm shift.
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