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Summary
The article deals with the content of the “state and law regularity” notion. The necessity of state and law regularities elucidation 

necessity is indicated in consideration of meaningfulness of this phenomenon for social practices and a lack of scienti  c studies conducted 
by home legal science. State and law regularity is characterized as a correlation of phenomena to which are inherent necessity, unequivocal 
distinctness of state and law sphere. The features of state and law regularities are analyzed in detail, and examples are given. It is 
summarized that a state and law regularity shall be understood as an indispensable, objective, essential, permanently repeated correlation 
of state and law phenomena, determining their origin, functioning and development.

Keywords: correlation, state and law regularity, state and law phenomenon, regularity, necessity, tendency.
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