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Lienb: coctaBneHue KapTbl uccnefoBaHuin B cdepe MHHOBaUUA U UMb-
poBoi TpaHchopmaumu npaBocyaus, onybnmkoBaHHbIX B nepuog ¢ 2001
no 2022 r., B COOTBETCTBMW CO CliefyHoLUMM YeTbIpbMs Bonpocamu: (1) ka-
KWe TUMbl UHHOBaLMI U UM pOBbIX TpaHChopMaLuii BHeapsAoTCS B 0611acTb
npaBocyfusi B HacTosiLee BpeMst; (2) KaKoBbl LIeNN BHELPEHUS] MIHHOBaLMi
1 undpoBbIX TpaHchopMaLmii B o6rnactu npaBocyaust; (3) KakoBbl Npeano-
CbIfiKW, onpegenstoLLme nosiBNeHne MHHoBaummn 1 umdposon TpaHchopma-
Lumn B obnacTv npaBocyaust; (4) KakoBbl pesynbTaTbl BHEAPEHUS UHHOBALWI
1 umdpoBoit TpaHchopMaumm B 061acTb NPaBoCyauS.

MeTopbl: NnpeAcTaBeHHbIN B paboTe CUCTEMATUYECKMNII 0630p UCTOHYHUKOB
(Hay4yHbIx cTaTel, MaTepuanoB KoHdepeHLuiA, MOHOrpaduii U opraHnsaumn-
OHHbIX AOKYMEHTOB) MpoBefieH B COOTBETCTBUM C NpoTokosioM PRISMA
(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses
(MpepnoyTuTENbHbIE 3N1EMEHTBI OTYETHOCTU AJIA CUCTEMATMYECKUX 0630-
poB 1 MeTa-aHanu3oB). OTo6paHHble MO KPUTEPUSIM «Hay4yHasi 061acTby,
«TeMav, «an3aiH nccnefoBaHus», «rof NybaMKaLmMm» U Ko4YeBblM cllioBaM
«rOCyapCTBEHHOE YrpaB/IEHNEY», «KFOCY[APCTBEHHbBIN CEKTOP», «3JIEKTPOH-
HOe npaBocyaune», «umppoBan TpaHchopMaLuUsa», «MHHOBALMU» WUCTOY-
HUKW aHann3npoBasMCb M OLEHMBANIUCL MO MATU OCHOBHbIM acreKkTam:
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(1) onpenenexune nHHoBauwmi; (2) TUNbl UHHOBALMIA; (3) LEeNM MHHOBaUMA;
(4) npeanocbIIKkN HHOBALMA; (5) pe3ynbTaTbl MHHOBALMA.

PesynbTaTbl: afjantauua u NpUMeHeHUe K 061acTu nccnefoBaHus npaso-
cyausi paspaboTaHHoi Vries et al. (2015) aBpucTuyeckoin Mogenu nsy4e-
HWS MHHOBALMIN B rocyfapcTBEHHOM cekTope. [TpoBefeHHan aganTauus
9BPMCTMYECKON Mogenu nossosnuna chopMmMpoBaTh ClieaytoLine Hanpas-
NeHNst aHanu3a: KOHTEKCTyasbHble NPeAnoCbIIKA B 061aCTh NpaBoOCYAuS;
WHCTUTYLMOHaNbHblE NPEANOCHINIKA B 061acTU NPaBOCYAUS; XapaKTepu-
CTUKWN MHHOBALMI U UMPPOBOI TpaHchopMaLMn B 061acTy npaBocyaus;
NHAMBMAYaNbHbIE NPEANOChIIKM B 06/1aCTM NPaBOCYAUS; TUMbl MHHOBALMI
1 UMdpPOBOI TpaHchopMaLMK B NpaBOCYANU; pedynbTaTbl MpoLecca UHHO-
BaLUWi U UMPOBOI TpaHchOpPMaL MU B MPaBOCYLWM.

HayuyHas HOBM3Ha: NpeAcTaBfieH KOMMJIEKCHbIW B3rNnsg Ha nutepaTypy
B 06/1aCTV MHHOBaUW 1 undpoBoi TpaHchopmaumm B NpaBOCYAMM Ha OC-
HOBe ajanTauuu noaxoga K MpoOBEAEHUI0 CUCTEMATUYECKUX UCCNefoBa-
HWIA NuTepaTypbl B 06/1aCTU coumarnbHbIX HaykK, YTO NMO3BOJIMO BbIABUTb
npo6enbl U onpeaennTb HanpaBaeHUs faNbHEALWNX U3bICKAHWI B 3ajaH-
HOWM 06nacTy, BKKOYaa akTUBMU3aL MO CPaBHUTENIbHO-NPaABOBbIX UCCNeno0-
BaHWU, paclUMpeHne MeToL0N0rMYecKor 6asbl, ONOpy Ha TEOpPUN rocyaap-
CTBEHHOrO yNpaBfeHnst n ap.

MpakTuyeckaa 3HAaYMMOCTb: NOJIyYeHHble pe3yNibTaTbl NO3BONAOT chop-
MUPOBaTb 3BPUCTUYECKYIO KapTy MHHOBaUWI U LUKUdPOBbIX TpaHchopMa-
LUMA B NpaBOCYAMU, CO3Al0T NPeAnoCbIIKU (KOHTEKCTyaslbHble, UHCTUTY-
LMOHasbHblE U UHAMBUAYAIbHbIE) U OCHOBY Afsl 6yAYLUIMX SMMUPUYECKUX
nccnefoBaHuii B 06n1acTu NpaBoCyAnst, aHanm3a, OLeHKN U COBEPLUEHCTBO-
BaHWS roCyfapCTBEHHOW NOMUTUKM B 06/1aCTM MHHOBaUMA M LUNPPOBOM
TpaHcdopmMauuu B AaHHOW chepe.

Ona uuTupoBaHus

Koppeits, . M. A. P, MNepeitpa, C. . M., Bunxum, XX. A. ne ®. (2024). NccnepoBaHus
WHHOBaUUN ¥ uMdpoBon TpaHchopmMauun B NpPaBOCYAUU: CUCTEMATUYECKUN
0630p. Journal of Digital Technologies and Law, 2(1), 221-250. https://doi.
org/10.21202/jdtl.2024.12

CopepxxaHue

BBepneHune

1. MeTogonoruns npoBefeHns cucteMaTnyeckmx (063opHbIX) UCCenoBaHui

2. 9BpUCTUYECKas MOAENb N3YYEeHUS UHHOBALNIN U UMdPOBbIX TpaHcopMaLmi
B 0611acTu npaBoCcyams

3akto4yeHne

Cnncok nutepatypbl

BeepgeHue

Llenb uccnepgoBaHms — NpeanoXXMTb BCECTOPOHHUI 0630p MHHOBALMI U LMPPOBbLIX TPaHC-
dopmaumim B 06nacTv NpaBoCcyamsa 1 onpeaennuTb NyTU N3y4YeHus aTUX SBAeHnin. boinuv no-
CTaBJIeHbl YeTblpe uccnegoBaTenbCcKux Bonpoca: 1. Kakue Tunbl MHHOBaLUMi U UMPOBbIX
TpaHchopMauuin B 061aCTy NpaBoOCyaAns BHEAPAOTCA B HacTosiLee BpeMsi? 2. KakoBbl Lienu
BHeApeHMA MHHOBaLUM 1 undpoBbIX TpaHchopMauuin B o6nacTu npasocyana? 3. Kakosbl
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NpeAnoCbISIKK, BANSAIOLLME Ha NMPOLecC NOSIBNEHUA MHHOBaLMA U undpoBon TpaHchopma-
Luuu B obnactu npaBocyans? 4. KakoBbl pe3ynbTaTbl NpoLecca MHHOBaUMi U LMppoBon
TpaHchopmauum B obnacty npaBocyama?

B xoge cuctematmnyeckoro o63opa nutepaTypbl 66110 NpoaHanuanpoBaHo 140 Hay4yHbIX
cTaTen, MaTepmanoB KOHbEpeHLUNR, KHUT U OpraHU3auMOHHbIX AOKYMEHTOB, NOCBSLLEH-
HbIX MHHOBaLMAM U LdpoBon TpaHchopMaumm B chepe npaBocyams, onybnMKoBaHHbIX
B nepuog ¢ 2001 no 2022 r. 3T nccnenoBaHus 6bIIM PaCCMOTPEHbI HAa OCHOBE 3BPMU-
CTUYECKOM MOAENN NMHHOBALMI B rOCyiapCTBEHHOM CeKTope, paspaboTaHHom Vries et al.
(2015), B KOTOpOI paccMaTpMBatoTCA NATb OCHOBHbIX acCNeKToB, @ UMeHHO: 1) onpeaene-
HWe MHHOBaUWA; 2) TUMbl MIHHOBAUWIA; 3) LieNIn MHHOBaLWi; 4) NpeAnoCbIsIKU MHHOBAaLUA
5) pesynbTaTbl MHHOBALWIA.

Hawe nccnepoBaHue HaleneHo Ha pa3BUTUE HOPUANYECKON HAYKN NO TPEM OCHOB-
HbIM HanpaBfneHusM. lNepBoe U3 HUX — METOA0NOrMYECKoe — obecneynBaeT KOMMNIeKc-
HOe U cucTeMaTuyeckoe NOHUMaHue MHHoBaLMn 1 undposon TpaHchopmauun B chepe
npaBocyaus. Bropoe HanpaBneHue — KOHLEeNTYyallbHOE — CAYXXUT MOHMMaHUIO TOro, Kak
KOHUenuun, cB3aHHble C MHHOBaLUMSAMU U TpaHchopMaLunen, onepaLmoHanm3npyoTcs
N U3MepAtoTCA B 06n1acTu npaBocyaus. TpeTui BKNag KacaeTcs Npeanocbifiok npouecca
WHHOBaLKN 1 TpaHchopMaLmuy, YTO MO3BONSIET COCTaBUTb KapTy aTuX pakTopoB. Hako-
Hel, aganTaunsa aBpUCTUYECKON MOAeNN NHHOBALUM B rocyfapCTBEHHOM CeKTope, pas-
paboTtaHHo Vries et al. (2015), Kk o6n1acTv NnpaBocyus NO3BOSIET NPEAJSIOXNUTb MoLesb
MHHOBaLUMM N uudposBorn TpaHchopMaLumm B aToM cdepe, BKIIHOYaOLLYH NPesnoCbhIfKu
(KOHTEKCTyanbHble, UHCTUTYLMOHA bHbIE U MHANBUAYASIbHbIE), XapaKTEPUCTUKU UHHO-
Bauumn n umdbpoBor TpaHcHopmMaLunm, TUMNbI MHHOBaALMA U UMPpPOBOM TpaHchopMaLmy,
a TaK)Xe pes3ynbTaTbl pasMyHbIX NPOLECCOB MHHOBaLMIA U LMdpoBon TpaHchopmaumm
B NpaBoCyauu.

1. MeToponorus npoeegeHus cucteMaTmyeckmx (0630pHbIX)
nccnepoBaHun

Llenbto faHHOM paboTbl ABNAETCA COCTABNIEHNE KapTbl UCCNea0BaHNN, MOCBSALLEHHbIX UH-
HoBaumMsaM n undposon TpaHchopMaumm B npaBocygmu. [na atoro 6bia1 NpoBefeH cu-
cTemMaTuyeckuii 0630p nMTepaTypbl B COOTBETCTBMM C npoTokonom PRISMA (Preferred
Reporting ltems for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses, «[lpegnoytuTesnbHble 06bek-
Tbl OJ1IS CMCTEMATUYECKUX 0630pOB M MeTaaHanusa») (Page et al., 2021). B pa6oTe npu-
MEHEH TOT e MOAX0A, YTO U B APYrMX CUCTEMATUYECKMX 0630pax nuTepaTypbl B 061aCTy
coumanbHbIX HayK, Takux Kak Vries et al. (2015) n Scognamiglio et al. (2023).

CornacHo npotokony PRISMA, ans otéopa paboT MCNonb30BaJIUCh YeTblpe KpuTe-
pusi (Cooper, 2016): 1) Hay4yHast o6nacTb; 2) TeMa; 3) AU3ailH uccnepoBanus; 4) rog ny6-
nYKauuun. BKoyeHHble B HacTosiLLee uccnegoBaHne paboTbl OTHOCATCA K Hay4YHOW 06-
nacTu rocyaapcTBeHHOro yrnpaB/ieHUs ¢ akUeHTOM Ha npaBocyaue. Tema onpegensanach
Nno NPUCYTCTBUIO B HA3BaHWUW, aHHOTALMWU WU KOYEBbBIX CNOBaX TakKMX TEPMUHOB, KakK
«rOCyfapCTBEHHOE ynpaBfieHUe», «rOCY[apCTBEHHbIA CEKTOP», «3JIEKTPOHHOE MpaBoCy-
aver, «<undpoBasa TpaHchopmMauus», «<MHHOBaLMW». YTO KacaeTca Au3aillHa uccnefoBa-
HWS, TO paccMaTpuBanuCb Kak aMMNMpUYECKUe, Tak U TeOpeTMYeCcKne paboTbl, B TOM YUC-
5le UCTMOoNb3YHoLLNE aHKETUPOBAHNE, METO/ KEWCOB, SKCMEPUMEHTbI, 0630pbl NNTepaTypbl,
cucTemMaTuyeckme 0630pbl, a TakxXe Apyrue BUAbl UCcnenoBaTeibCKoro ausarHa. lfogbl
nyénunkawumm orpaHmynBanuce nepmogom ¢ 2001 no 2022 .
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Mpexpae Bcero mbl npoBenu nouck no Clarivate Web of Science, Scopus n Google
Scholar ¢ ucnonb3oBaHUEM KJIKOYEBbIX CJIOB «FOCyAapCTBEHHOE ynpaBJ/ieHNe», «rocy-
[ApCTBEHHbIN CEKTOP», «3NIEKTPOHHOE MpaBocyaue», «undpoBasa TpaHcHopmMauusy»,
«MHHOBaUun». B peaynbtate Mbl oTobpanu 6onee 3000 HayyHbIX paboT. 3aTeM 6bin
npoBeeH MOUCK CTaTen B HAay4YHbIX XXypHanax no TeMe rocyfapCTBEHHOIo ynpaBneHuns
n otobpaHa 41 cTaTbs AN19 BO3MOXXHOIO BKJIOYEHMS B aHanu3. [louck no matepuanam
cneunann3npoBaHHbIX OpraHusauun gan euwe AeBATb JOKYMEHTOB, KOTOpble BOLUIM
B uccrnegoBaHue. PaccMoTpeHne peneBaHTHbIX LMTaT U3 Hay4YHbIX cTaTen NO3BOAUIIO
[o6aBuUTb 52 nctoyHuka. Ewe 11 nccneposaHuin 6b110 BbIABIEHO HA 3aKJ1HOYUTENb-
HOM aTane oTbopa.

Bcero 6b110 n3yyeHo 3514 HayYHbIX MICTOYHUKOB. Ha OCHOBaHWN KpUTEpPUEB NPUEM-
NEeMOCTU, UCKNIOYEHUST [y6IMKATOB AOKYMEHTOB, HECOOTBETCTBYIOLMX TEM U CTaTeN He
Ha aHrMMUCKOM, MOPTYranbCKOM WJIM UCMAHCKOM fi3blkax Mbl nonyyunun 140 uccnepo-
BaHW Ans KOHTeHT-aHanm3a (puc. 1). U3 Hux 30 paboT 6biam ony6nukoBaHbl ¢ 2001 no
2011r.,,a 110 — ¢ 2012 no 2022 r. M3 06LLEero Yncna oTobpaHHbIX UCTOYHNKOB 73 npea-
CTaBNSAOT CO60M HayyHble cTaTbh (52 %), 37 — rnaBbl KHUT (26 %), 16 — MaTepuanbl KOH-
tdepeHumit (11 %), 9 MICTOYHMKOB — OpraHU3aUMOHHble AOKYMEHTbI (6 %) 1 6 — KHUMM (4 %)
(Taén. 1). Bce paboTbl cHabXeHbl naeHTudukatTopom ID (Tabn. 2). 3aTem oTobpaHHbIe UC-
cnepoBaHMs Knaccu@uuupoBanmcb B COOTBETCTBUM C MOKasaTensaMu, paspaboTaHHbIMU
Vries et al. (2015). 9BpucTMyeckasn Mogesb KaXKoro nokasartens BK/OYaeT nogpasaesbl,
KOTOpble 06BACHAIOTCA B pa3aene «Pe3ynbraTbl».

C BbisiBNeHue UCTOYHUKOB B 6a3ax AaHHbIX U YKasaTtensax ) CBblﬂBﬂeHMe UCTOYHUKOB UHbIMU MeTOAaMU )

)
o WUcTouHwmkm (Bcero 3401) OTK/IOHEHO A0 NpoCcMOoTpa: BbIsiBNeHue CTOYHMKOB UHbIMKU MeTogamm (113):
T BbIsiBNIEHHblE B Ay6énupytoLme paboTbl, He co- XypHanbl (n = 41)
= Google scholar (n =3 370) »| OTBETCTBYIOLLMNE TPeGOBAHUAM, OpraHu3sauuu (n = 9)
= Scopus (n =18) He COOTBETCTBYHOLLME MO TeMe LuTatbl (n = 52)
£l Web of Science (n = 13) n/vnu a3biky (n = 3 222) Kuuru (n = 11)
)
MpOCMOTPEHO UCTOYHNKOB _| WcknroueHo pa6oT
(n=179) > (n=109)
c
= OTo6paHo Ans nonyyeHus .| HeT BO3MOXHOCTM NonyunTb
z (n=70) (n=13)
o
¢ Y
OueHeHO Ha CoOTBETCTBUE OueHeHO Ha COOTBETCTBUE | WcknoueHo
Tpe6oBaHusM (n = 57) Tpe6oBaHusaM (n = 83) pa6ort (n = 30)
N
() v
)
T
£ BksitoueHo B 0630p
] (n=140) <
S
4
m
_/

Puc. 1. luarpamma no metogy PRISMA
UcToyHuk: cocTaBneHo aBTopamMu Ha ocHoBe (Page et al., 2021).
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Tabnuua 1. XapakTepucTMku aHanusupyemMbix pabot

XapaKTepucTUKu N (%) ID pa6oTbi

Oata ny6nukauum

(N = 140)

2001-2011 30(21 %) 3,20, 21,23,27,31,42,47,48, 52, 56, 61, 62, 66, 76,77, 78, 89,90, 91, 94, 100, 102,
107,117,118,120, 128,129, 133

2012-2022 110(79%) 1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18, 19, 22, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 63,
64,65,67,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,79, 80,81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86,87,92,93, 95, 96,
97,98,99, 101,103, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109,110,111, 112,113,114, 115,116, 119,
121,122,123,124,125,126,127,130, 131,132, 134,135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140

Tun ny6nukauum

(N = 140)

Hay4yHas cTatbA 73(52 %) 5,7,9,10,15,16,17,18,19, 26, 30, 31, 32, 43, 44, 45, 49, 51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 58, 60, 61,
63, 64, 66, 68, 72,73, 74,75, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 89, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97,
100, 101, 104, 105,107,108, 109, 110, 111, 112,113, 115, 119, 120, 122, 124, 125,
126,130,131, 132, 134,138,139

KHura 6(4 %) 11,23, 24, 57,69, 77

Maea 37(26 %)  2,3,4,6,8,12,14, 21, 22, 25, 29, 33, 42, 46, 48, 59, 62, 65, 67, 70, 71, 76, 78, 83, 88,
90,91,103,114,116,117,118, 121,123,129, 136, 140

Matepwnanbl 16(11 %) 1,13, 20,27, 28, 47, 50, 52,98, 99, 102, 106, 128, 133, 135, 137

KOHbepeHUun

OpraHusauuoHHblii  9(6 %)
DOKYMEHT

34, 35,36, 37,38, 39,40, 41,127

Ta6nuuya 2. My6nukauum, BKIOYEHHbIe B UccnegoBaHue, ux ID v Tun ny6nukauum

ID ABTOp, rog, nyénukauuu Tun ny6nukayum
(Abdulvaliev, 2017) Martepuanbl KoHdepeHLun
(Adeleye et al., 2022) Ma.a
(Adler & Henman, 2009) Masa
(Ahmed et al., 2020) Maga

(Ahmed et al., 2021)

HayyHas ctaTbA

(Andrade et al., 2012)

naea

(Arias & Magada, 2020)

HayuyHas cTatbs

(Axpe, 2021)

naea

(Bnics, 2020)

HayuyHas cTatbs

(Bex et al., 2017)

HayyHas ctaTbA

(Bochenek et al., 2022)

KHura

(Borisova & Afanasiev, 2019)

naea

(Cano et al., 2015)

MaTepuarnbl KoHhepeHUUn

(Cano et al., 2017)

naea

(Carboni &Velicogna, 2012)

HayyHas ctaTbA

(Carullo, 2015)

Hay4yHas cTatbs

(Chatfield & Reddick, 2020)

HayuyHas cTatbs

(Chawinga et al., 2020)

Hay4yHas cTatbs

S [ W [N W S U QPN W DS U JUNS W D W QU W QY
olo|Jd|lo|la|d|lw|n|=2|o||(®|N|ojoa |~ w2

(Clarinval et al., 2020)

HayuyHas cTatbs

20  (Contini & Cordella, 2004) MaTepuarnbl KoHhepeHUun
21 (Contini & Cordella, 2009) Maga
22  (Contini & Lanzara, 2014) Ma.a
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MpoforkeHue Tabn. 2

ID ABTOp, rog ny6nukauum Tun ny6nukayum

23  (Contini & Lanzara, 2009) KHura

24  (Cordella & Contini, 2020) KHura

25  (Covelo de Abreu, 2019) maBa

26  (Creutzfeldt, 2021) HayuyHas cTaTbs

27  (De Rugeriis, 2010) Martepuanbl KoHdepeHLun

28  (Deligiannis & Anagnostopoulos, 2017) MaTepuanbl KoHdepeHUmm

29  (Di Natale & Cordella, 2022) Maea

30 (Dillon & Beresford, 2014) HayuHas cTaTbs

31 (Doty & Erdelez, 2002) HayuHas cTtaTbs

32  (Dumoulin & Licoppe, 2016) HayuHasi cTaTbs

33 (Ermakova & Frolova, 2022) naea

34 (CEPEJ,2016)1 OpraH13aLOHHbIA OKYMEHT
35 (CEPEJ, 2019a)2 OpraHunsaLMOHHbIA JOKYMEHT
36 (CEPEJ, 2019b)3 OpraHu3aLnOHHbIN [OKYMEHT
37  (CEPEJ, 2019c)4 OpraHusaLMOHHbIA JOKYMEHT
38 (CEPEJ, 2021a)% OpraHu3aLOHHbIN [OKYMEHT
39  (CEPEJ, 2021b)® OpraH13aLnoHHbI OKYMEHT
40 (CEPEJ,2021c)? OpraHun3saLMOHHbIA JOKYMEHT
41  (CEPEJ, 2021d)8 OpraHV3aLmoHHbIN JOKYMEHT
42  (Fabri, 2009) Maea

43  (Fabri, 2018) HayuHasi cTaTbs

44  (Fabri, 2021) HayuHasi cTaTbs

45  (Fernandes et al., 2018) HayuHas cTaTbs

46  (Fernando et al., 2014) Masa

47  (Fersinietal, 2010) MaTepuanbl KoHbepeHUum

48  (Filho & Veronese, 2009) Maga

49  (Frade et al., 2020) HayuHasi cTaTbs

European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2016). Guidelines on how to drive change
towards Cyberjustice. Council of Europe.

2 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2019a). European Ethical Charter on the Use
of Artificial Intelligence in Judicial Systems and their Environment. Council of Europe.

3 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2019b). Breaking up Judges’ Isolation:
Guidelines to Improve the Judge’s Skills and Competences, Strengthen Knowledge Sharing and
Collaboration, and Move Beyond a Culture of Judicial Isolation. Council of Europe.

4 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2019c). Toolkit for supporting the
implementation of the Guidelines on how to drive change towards Cyberjustice. Council of Europe.

5 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2021a). Revised Roadmap for Ensuring
an Appropriate Follow-Up of the CEPEJ Ethical Charter on the Use of Artificial Intelligence in Judicial
Systems and Their Environment. Council of Europe.

6

European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2021b). Guidelines on Electronic Court Filing
(e-filing) and Digitalisation of Courts. Council of Europe.

7 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2021c¢). 2022-2025 CEPEJ Action Plan:
“Digitalisation for a Better Justice”. Council of Europe.

European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ). (2021d). Guidelines on Videoconferencing

in Judicial Proceedings. Council of Europe.
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MpomomkeHne Tabn. 2

ID ABToOp, rog ny6nukauum
50  (Francesconi, 2014)

Tun ny6nukayum

MaTtepuanbl koHbepeHLuK

51  (Freitas & Medeiros, 2015) HayuHas cTaTbs
52  (Gasc6 & Jiménez, 2011) MaTepuanbi KoHbepeHUum
53  (Gibson, 2016) HayuyHast cTaTbs
54  (Greenwood & Bockweg, 2012) HayuyHas cTaTbs
55  (Greenwood & Brinkema, 2015) Hay4yHas ctatbs
56  (Henning & Ng, 2009) HayyHas cTatba
57  (Kengyel & Nemessanyi, 2012) KHura

58  (Kettiger & Lienhard, 2021) HayuyHas cTaTbs
59  (Kettiger et al., 2019) Maga

60  (Kirsieng, 2022) HayuyHasi cTaTbs
61  (Kiskis & Petrauskas, 2004) HayyHas cTaTbs
62  (Kitoogo & Bitwayiki, 2010) Maea

63  (Konina, 2020) HayuyHast cTaTbs
64  (Kovalenko & Bernaziuk, 2018) HayuyHas cTaTbs
65  (Kramer et al., 2018) MaBa

66  (Lodge, 2005) HayuyHasi cTaTbs
67  (Lourengo et al., 2020) Maga

68  (Loutocky, 2022) HayuyHas cTaTbs
69  (Lunardi & Clementino, 2022) KHura

70 (Lupo, 2015) MaBa

71 (Lupo, 2019) Maga

72 (Lupo & Bailey, 2014) HayuyHasi cTaTbs
73 (Lupo & Carnevali, 2022) HayyHas ctatbs
74  (Lyonetal, 2015) HayuyHast cTaTbs
75  (Viktora, 2022) HayuyHast cTaTbs
76  (Martinez, 2009) Maga

77  (Martinez & Abat, 2009) Kuura

78  (McMillan, 2009) Maea

79  (Meyer,2014) HayuyHast cTaTbs
80  (Minbaleev & Evsikov, 2022) HayuyHast cTaTbs
81  (Morison & Harkens, 2019) HayuyHas cTaTbs
82  (Murillo & Zuniga, 2013) Hay4yHas ctatbs
83  (Nikolaychenko & Nikolaychenko, 2019) Maga

84  (Oktal etal.,, 2016) HayuyHast cTaTbsi
85  (Olugasa, 2020) HayuyHast cTaTbsl
86  (Olugasa & Davies, 2022) HayuyHas cTaTbs
87 (Pangalos et al., 2014) Hay4yHas ctatbs
88  (Poblet et al., 2009) MaBa

89  (Politis et al., 2008) HayuyHast cTaTbs
90 (Potter et al.,, 2009) MaBa

91  (Poullet, 2009) Maga

92  (Rattan & Rattan, 2021) HayuyHasi cTaTbs
93  (Reiling, 2020) HayuHas cTaTbs
94  (Reiling, 2011) HayuyHast cTaTbs
95  (Reiling, 2012) HayuyHast cTaTbs
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OKOHYaHKWe Tabn. 2

ID ABTOp, rog, ny6nukawum Tun ny6nukauum
96  (Reiling, 2017) HayuyHas cTaTbs

97  (Reiling & Contini, 2022) Hay4yHas ctatbs

98  (Rocha, 2021) MaTtepuanbl KoHdepeHUMm
99  (Romdoni et al., 2022) MaTepuanbi KoHbepeHuum
100 (Rooze, 2010) HayuyHast cTaTbs
101 (Rosaetal,, 2013) HayuyHas cTaTbs
102  (Rugeriis, 2010) MaTtepuanbl KoHdepeHumm
103 (Rusakova & Frolova, 2022) Mnaea
104  (Sanders, 2021) HayuyHasi cTaTbsi
105 (Sandoval-Almazan & Gil-Garcia, 2020) HayuyHasi cTaTbsi
106 (Santuber et al., 2022) MaTepuanbl KOHbepeHUMm
107 (Sarantis & Askounis, 2009) Hay4yHas ctatbs
108 (Seepma et al.,, 2021) HayuyHas cTaTbs
109 (Shahbazov, 2019) HayuyHasi cTaTbsi
110 (Shietal., 2021) HayuyHast cTaTbsi
111  (Silveira & Covelo de Abreu, 2018) HayuyHas cTaTbs
112  (Sousa et al., 2022) HayuyHas cTaTbs
113 (Taal et al, 2019) HayuyHas cTaTbs
114  (Themeli, 2022) Maga
115 (Karasev et al., 2021) HayuyHas cTaTbs
116 (Tokarev et al., 2019) Maea
117  (Trochey, 2009) Maga
118 (Tyler, 2009) MaBa
119  (Valeev & Nuriev, 2019) HayuHas cTaTbs
120 (van den Hoogen, 2008) HayuyHas cTaTbs
121 (Velicogna, 2014) MMaea
122  (Velicogna, 2017) HayuyHast cTaTbs
123  (Velicogna, 2018) MaBa
124  (Velicogna et al., 2013) Hay4yHas cTaTbs
125 (Velicogna et al., 2020) HayuyHas cTaTbs
126  (Voigt, 2018) HayuyHas cTaTbs
127  (Vucheva et al., 2020) OpraHM3aLMOHHbIA OKYMEHT
128  (Vuyst & Fairchild, 2006) MaTepuanbl KOHbepeHLMK
129 (Wallace, 2009) Masa
130 (Wallace, 2017) HayuyHas cTaTbs
131 (Wallace, 2019) HayuHas cTaTbs
132  (Wallace & Laster, 2021) HayuyHast cTaTbsi
133  (Wallace & Rowden, 2009) MaTtepuanbl KoHdepeHumm
134 (Warren, 2014) Hay4yHas cTaTbs
135 (Wienrich et al., 2022) MaTepuanbl KOHbepeHLUMm
136 (Yavuzetal,, 2022) Maga
137  (Yu,20217) MaTepuanbi KoHbepeHLum
138 (Yu & Xia, 2020) HayuyHasi cTaTbs
139  (Zeleznikow, 2017) Hay4yHas cTaTbs
140 (Zeleznikow & Esteban de la Rosa, 2021)  naB.a
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2. IBpuUcTHUYECKAA MOAENb U3YYeHUSs UHHOBAaLMK U LndpoBbIX
TpaHccopmauui B obnacTu npasocygus

9BpUCTMUYECKAs MOJesb U3yYeHUs WMHHOBALUWUA B rocyapCTBEHHOM ceKTope 6bina
npeanoxeHa Vries et al. (2015). B HacToAwen paboTe Mbl NonbiTanuCb afanTuUpo-
BaTb ee K 06nacTu npaBocyaus. Ons 3TOro Mbl pacCMOTPENN TEMbl U MapaMeTpbl,
Kacalolnecs onpeaesieHnin, TUMOB, Lesnei, NpeanocbifioK U pe3yibTaToB MHHOBaLWIA.
MNpoBeaeHHaa aganTauusa aTUX NapaMeTpoB No3BoJsinfia chopmMupoBaTh criegyroline
HanpaBJfieHUsa aHanusa: 1) KOHTeKCTyaslbHble MpeAnocbIIKM B 061acTh NpaBoCyAus;
2) MHCTUTYUMOHAsIbHbIE NPeANoCbI/IKK B 061aCTK nNpaBocyaust; 3) XxapakTePUCTUKU UH-
HoBauui 1 uMdposoit TpaHchopmauum B o61acTu npaBocyans; 4) UHAMBUAYasbHble
npeAnochbIsiKK B 0611aCTU NpaBocyaus; 5) Tunbl MHHOBaLMI U undpoBoi TpaHchopMma-
LUu1M B NpaBoCyaAnu; 6) pesynbTaTbl NpoLecca MHHoBaL Wi 1 undpoBoit TpaHchopMaLmm
B NMpaBocyauun. Taknum o6pasom, NpoBefieH aHan3 yKa3aHHOro heHoMeHa B KOHKpeT-
HOM CEKTOpE rocyapCTBEHHOro yrnpaBfieHust — B o6n1acTtu npaesocyaus (puc. 2).

4 N

KoHTeKcTyanbHble npeanocbinku
B o6nacTu npaBocyaus

- BHelWHee AaBfieHune (BHUMaHue
06LLLECTBEHHOCTI/3aNpPoC 06LLeCTBA);

— NPUCYTCTBUE B COLMAsbHbIX CETAX;

— HOpPMaTMUBHblE acneKTbl;

~ Npeo6pa3oBaH1s 1 MHHOBALUK
B OTZE/bHbIX YUPEXKAEHUSAX,
opraHusauusax U ctpaHax;

— KOHKYPEHLMSA C APYrMMU MHCTUTYTamm

~

MHCTUTYLMOHaNbHbIe NPegnoCchUIKN
B ob6nacTu npaeocygus
- pecypcbi;
- NNAepcTBo;
- cTeneHb U36eraHusi puckos/ 4 . . N\
COo3[,aHuUs NPOCTpaHCTBa AJis Tunbl MHHOBaUMi M LMcpPOBOA

Pe3synbTaTbl npoLiecca UHHOBaLMIA

MNHCTUTYLMOHAIbHOMO 06y4eHUs:;
— CTUMYJIbl/BO3HArpaxaeHus;
— KOHOMKTbI;

— OpraHu3aunoHHble CTPYKTYpbI

o

~

XapaKTepucTUKn UHHOBaLMit 1 uudpoBoin
TpaHcchopMaLmm B 06nacTu npasocyavs

~ NpocCToTy;
- NpenMyLLecTBa;

— COBMECTUMOCTb;
- NpoBepsieMoCTb

- J
4 )

WNHpuBuayanbHbie Npeanocbiiku
B 0GnacTu npaBsocyaus

— aBTOHOMMUS COTPYAHUKOB;

~ NOJIOXXEHNE COTPYAHVKOB B OpraHnsaLmy;
— 3HaHWSA 1 HaBbIKK;

— KpeaTUBHOCTb;

- Aemorpaduyeckune acnekTbl;

— BOBJIEYEHHOCTb U1 Y[IOBNIETBOPEHHOCTb;

— NepcnekTUBbI U pasaensieMble HOPMbl;

TpaHcchopMauum B o6nacTu npasocyaus
— uncdpoBas TpaHcdhopmMaLms Kak NpoLecc;
- undposas TpaHcdopmaums
B aAAMWHNCTPATUBHbIX NpoLeccax;
— undposas TpaHchopmaums
B TEXHOMOIMYECKMX npoLieccax;
- undposas TpaHcdopmauums chepbl yenyr;

- umdpoBasi TpaHchopmaLms B yripaBneHum;

- npuHaTUe undpoBoi TpaHchopmaLmum
- J

— KOHLenuus umdpposoii TpaHcopmaLmmn

1 yudbposoii TpaHcchopMaLm
B obnacTu npaBocyaus
- 3 bEKTUBHOCT;
- nosblwweHne apPeKTUBHOCTH;
— CHMxXeHNe 3P HeKTUBHOCTY;
— NOBbILUEHNE pe3ybTaTUBHOCTH;
— NPpUB/IEYEHNE YaCTHbIX MapTHEPOB;
— NpuBNeYeHNe rpaxkaaH n ux
YAOBETBOPEHHOCTb

J

Puc. 2. Mogenb uHHoBauuii u uudpoBoi TpaHccopmauum B o6nacTu npaBocyaus

McToyHuk: Ha ocHoBe MaTepuanos Vries et al. (2015)
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PaccmaTpuBaeMble KOHTEKCTYanbHble NPeAnoCbIsIKKM B 0611acTU NpaBoOCyaAns cBsisa-
Hbl C BHELWHUM faBfieHWEM, BHUMaAHMUEM OOLLECTBEHHOCTH, MPUCYTCTBMEM B coumarb-
HbIX CETSIX, HOPMATMBHbIMM acneKTaMu, OCYLLECTBNEHMEM NPeobpa3oBaHNUN N UHHO-
BaLMN B OTAENbHbIX YUpeXXAeHUAX, OpraHM3aumnsax U cTpaHax, a TakXXe C BO3MOXHOWM
KOHKYpeHUMENn C APYrMMU MHCTUTYTaMu. PaccmaTpuBaeMble WHCTUTYLMOHasbHble
npegnocbiikn B 061acTn NpaBocyaMa OTHOCATCS K pecypcam, NMAEpPCTBY, M3beraHuo
PUCKOB M CO3[aHMI0 NMPOCTPAHCTBA AN MHCTUTYLUMOHANbHOro 06y4yeHus. YTo Kacaet-
CSl XapaKTepUCTUK MHHOBaUWU U undpoBon TpaHchopMauum B o61acTu npaBoCcyaus,
TO OHW BKJIKOYAKOT MPOCTOTY, NPeMMyLLLeCTBa, COBMECTUMOCTb M npoBepsAeMocTb. Cpe-
AN MHAMBUAYanbHbIX NPeAnoCbIIOK B 06/1aCTM NpaBoCcyaMa paCCMOTPEHblI aBTOHOMMUSA
COTPYAHMKOB, UX JOMKHOCTb B OpraHMsaunmn, 3HaHWA U HaBblKW, KpeaTUBHOCTb, COOT-
BETCTBYyIOLWME AemMorpaduyeckme acnekTbl, BOB/IEYEHHOCTb U YAOBMETBOPEHHOCTD,
NepcrneKkTMBbI, pa3aensieMble HOPMbI, @ TaKXe NMpuHATHME uudpoBon TpaHchopmMaLum.
Tunbl MHHOBaLMA 1 uudpoBon TpaHchopmaumm B ob6nacTn npaBoCcyansl, onpenenex-
Hble B paccMaTpMBaeMOn 3BPUCTUYECKOW MOAENN, BKKOYAKOT UNMdpoBYyO TpaHchop-
MauMio Kak npouecc, umdpoByto TpaHchopMaunto B agMUHUCTPaATUBHbBIX NpoLeccax,
undposyto TpaHchopMaLUIo B TEXHONOMMYECKUX npoleccax, unudposyto TpaHchopma-
uuto chepbl yenyr, umbpoByro TpaHchopMaumio B ynpaBieHMU 1 KoHuenuuto undposon
TpaHcdopmaumn. HakoHel, pesynbTaTbl Npouecca MHHoBauun n uudposon TpaHchop-
Mauum B 06nacTv npaBocyausa BKAOYalOT acnekTbl 3aQHEKTUBHOCTM, pe3ybTaTUBHO-
CTM, NapTHEPCKNX B3aUMOOTHOLLIEHNI, BOBNIEYEHHOCTb rpaxjaH, a Takxe ux ygoBnet-
BOPEHHOCTb UMdpoBbIMM ycyramu B o61acTn NnpaBocyaus.

NcecnepoBaHus, BKIKOYEHHbIE B flaHHbIV 0630p, ObISM YNOPSA0YEHbI U pacnpeaeneHbl
Nno KaXAoMy 13 nusmMepeHnin MHHoBauuim n uudpoBon TpaHchopmaummn B chepe npaBocCy-
ans. HekoTopble ny6nnkaunm 6b1511 BKITHOYEHbI B 60/1€e YeM OAHO M3MEpPEHNe MHHOBaLUI
n undpoBor TpaHchopMaLmmu B o6nacTtu npaBocyaus (taén. 3).

Tabnuua 3. AcnekTbl MHHOBaLMi U LucpoBon TpaHcdopmauum B o6nacTu npaBocygus

AcnekTt N (%) ID paboTbli
KoHTekcTyarnbHble npefnocbliku 17(12%) 11,14, 23, 24, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 57, 59, 61, 83,129
B 06nacTv npaBocyams
MHCTUTYLMOHaNbHble NPEANOCHISIKU 24 (17 %) 11,15,23,25,27,29,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41, 42,51, 59, 63,
B 06nacTu npaBocyaus 69, 73,75,90, 103, 108

XapaKTepucTMKu MHHOBaLMi U uudposoin 18 (13 %) 1,2,5,11,13,16,17,18,24,28,52,67,72,74,110,111,134,137
TpaHchopMaumm B 061acTi npaBocyams

MHansuayanbHble NpeanoCchIsiKu 18(13%) 4,7,11,18,19, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 69, 79, 84, 87
WHHOBaLW U undpoBoi TpaHchopmMaLmm
B 06/11aCTV NnpaBocyaus

Tunbl MHHOBaUWIA U UUdPOBO 62(44%) 1,2,3,4,5,7,8,10,12,14,18, 20, 24, 30, 31, 33, 34, 37, 39, 41,

TpaHchopmaumm B 061acTi npaBocyams 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 50, 51, 57, 61, 66, 68, 74, 76, 82, 84, 85, 86,
87,88, 90,93,96,97,99,104,106,113,116,119, 120, 121, 122,
127,130,131, 132,133, 135, 136, 138, 139, 140

PesynbTaTbl Nnpouecca MHHOBaLUiA 30(21%) 1,2,5,6,7,18,19, 21, 25, 32, 43, 44, 53,70, 71,73, 76, 79, 80,
n umdpoBon TpaHchopmMaLum B obnacTtu 82,84,96,99,103,113,115,118, 136,137,139
npaBocyaus

MpumeyaHne: obuiee konmyecTBo pa6oT N = 140 (100 %) — HekoTopble paboTbl 6bI/IN BKIHOYEHbI B HECKOBKO
acneKkToB MHHOBaLUW U LnbpoBoi TpaHchopmaLMmu B 061aCTU NPaBoOCYAMS.
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Tunam nHHoBauun n umudpoBomn TpaHchopMaLummn B chepe NpaBoCyans NOCBSLLEHDI
62 ny6nukaunu (44 % Bcex aHann3npyeMblix UCTOYHUKOB). Pe3ynbTaThl npouecca UHHOBa-
unin n undposon TpaHchopmaumm B obnactv npasocyaus otpaxeHbl B 30 nybnukaumax
(21 %). MHCTUTYUMOHaNbHBIX NPEeAnoChbIIOK B 06/1aCTU NPaBOCYAUst KacaroTest 24 UcTou-
HuKa (17 %). Kaxzabli U3 ABYyX acneKkToB: UHAMBUAYaSIbHble NPEeANoChINIKA U XapaKTepu-
CTMKU MHHOBaUMh 1 undpoBon TpaHchopmauumn B 061acTv NpaBocyauss pacCMOTPEHbI
B 18 nccnepoanusax (no 13 % Ha Kaablil acnekT). HakoHel, KOHTEKCTyanbHbIM Mnpes-
nocbiIkaM B 0651acTy NpaBoCcyaAnst MOCBALLEHbI 17 nybnvkaumi, 4To cooTBeTcTBYET 12 %
MCTOYHMKOB, OTO6PaHHbIX ANs JaHHOro 063opa.

3aknioyeHue

[enyKTUBHbIN NOAXOA, K UCCNIe[0BaHMIO MO3BOMUI afanTMpoBaTh MOAENb, pa3paboTaHHYHo
Vries et al. (2015), K TeMe MHHOBaLMI U LdpoBo TpaHchopMaLum B 06/1acTU NPaBoCyaus.

Llenb AaHHOrO nccnegoBaHWs 3akkoyanach B TOM, YTO6bl BbipaboTaTb KOMMJIEKCHOE
npeacTaBneHve 06 MHHoBaLmMAX U LmdpoBorn TpaHchopmaumm B o6acTy NpaBocyans, Ha-
MEeTUTb pefieBaHTHble HanpaBfeHns Ans 6yayLmnx ndbicKaHnin. ABTOpbl NpoaHann3npoBa-
nn 140 UCTOYHUKOB NO MHHOBaLMAM U LmdpoBomn TpaHchopmMaumm B chepe npaBocyaus,
ony6nukoBaHHbIX B nepuog ¢ 2001 no 2022 r., Ucnosnb3ysa 3BPUCTUYECKYHO CXEMY UHHOBA-
LM B rocyaapcTBEHHOM CeKTope, pa3paboTaHHyto Vries et al. (2015).

C yyeTOM nMOCTaBfIEHHbIX BOMPOCOB OblfiM BbIABEHbl pPasfiniHble WMHHOBaLWUU
" umdpoBble TpaHChopMaLMmM, OXBaTbiBatoLMe NpoLecchl B LLe/IoM, aAMUHUCTPaTUBHbIE
npouecchbl, TEXHONOrMYECKMe MNpoLecchbl, FOpUANYECKUE YCNyru, ynpasieHne CUCTEMOM
npaBoCyaus, a TakXXe KOHUeNTyasbHble UHHOBaUUK. [MaBHbIMUY LLeNSAMN 3TUX MHHOBAaL MM
ABNAOTCA 0becneyeHne 60bLUen NPOCTOTbIl, AOCTYNHOCTU, BbIrOAbI, y4aCTUsi, BOBIEYEH-
HOCTW 1 yaoBneTBopeHHoCcTU HaceneHus (Cordella & Contini, 2020). YTo KacaeTcs npea-
MOCbISIOK, TO 3[4€eCb BblAENATCA KOHTEKCTYalbHble (paKTopbl, yuuTbiBaroLwme cneunduky
cdepbl NpaBoOCYAUA, UHCTUTYLUOHANbHbIE U MHANBUAYasNbHble haKTopbl; NPU 3TOM OCO-
60e BHMMaHue yaeneHo NpuHATUIO Npeobpas3oBaHUin BCEMU 3anHTEpecOBaHHbIMU NnLa-
MU. OgHaKO HEOH6XOAMMO C OCTOPOXHOCTbIKO MHTEPNPETUPOBATb MONYYEHHbIE pe3ynbTa-
Tbl, MOCKOJIbKY B UCC/leOBaHUAX YNOMUHAKOTCA TaK)Ke pesysfibTaTbl, HanpaBfieHHble Ha
3 beKTUBHOCTb, pe3yNbTaTUBHOCTb, CKOPOCTb, AOCTYMNHOCTb, KayecTBO, pasBuTue nap-
THepCTBa C akL,eHTOM Ha BOBJ1IEYEHHOCTb U YAOBIETBOPEHHOCTb rpaxzaH.

B pa6oTe Yavuz et al. (2022) 6b11m onpeaeneHbl YeTbipe HanpaBAeHUs UCCef0BaHNU
B cepe aneKTpoHHOro npasocyaus. lNepsoe cBsA3aHO ¢ hakTopamm ycrnexa u puckos rnpu
ero BHeApeHun. Bropoe kacaeTtca oueHkn adhheKToB OT peannsaunm NPoeKToB B 3TOM 06-
nactu. TpeTbe HanpasJsieHNe paccMaTpuBaeT yA0BNETBOPEHHOCTb rpaXjaH, UMetoLLnncs
ONbIT N COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHWE 3/IEKTPOHHOIO MPaBOCYAMA ANS YAOBNETBOPEHUSA NoTpeb-
HOCTen obLiecTBa. YeTBepToe NOCBSALLEHO OLEHKE BEG-CAaNTOB C TOUYKM 3PEHUSA UX KOJU-
4yecTBa, KayecTBa, 6€30MacHOCTU, AOCTYNHOCTM, OTKPbITOCTU Y BOBIEYEHHOCTHU rpaXkaaH.

Hawwe nccnegoBaHne BHOCUT BKNag B OPUAMYECKYHO HayKy MO HECKOJSIbKUM Hanpas-
neHuaMm. Ero sHauyeHvne ans MeTodosIorMM COCTOUT B TOM, YTO MpOBefeH cuctemMaTnye-
CKWUi 0630p, BbISIBNEH LLUMPOKUIA KPYr UCTOYHUKOB MO M3yyaemon Teme. KoHuenTyanbHbIN
BKJ1a[ HanpaBJ/ieH Ha NOHMMaHUe TOro, Kak MOHATUSA, CBA3aHHble C UHHOBaLUUAMMW U TPaHC-
dbopmaumamu, onepaunoHann3npyroTCa n M3MepsaroTea B cdepe npaBocyaus. Kpome Toro,
paboTa NO3BOJIAET OCMbICNIUTb NPEANOCHIIKM NpoLecca UHHOBaLMI 1 TpaHchopMaL M.
HakoHeu, Hay4yHbI BKaj 3ak/no4yaeTcd B ajantauum 3BPUCTUYECKOM MOAENU UHHOBA-
LMI B roCyAapCTBEHHOM CEKTOPE, BblABUHYTOM Vries et al. (2015), k o6nacTy npaBocyausi.
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Moaxon, oNnpo60oBaHHbIN B JaHHON paboTe, AOMKEH ObITb MPOLOHKEH U Yriny6eH, 0co-
6€eHHO B OTHOLLEHWUW METOL0/1I0TMMN UCCNeAOBaHMSI.

B 3akntoueHne MOXHO MpeasioXUTb YeTbipe HanpaBieHus 6yayLmnx nccnefoBaHui
WHHOBaUMin 1 LudpoBoin TpaHchopmaumm B obnactu npasocyaus: 1) LenecoobpasHo
NPUMMeHUTb 60Jiee pa3HOO6pasHy METOAOJONMIO, BK/HOYas CMeLLaHHble MeToAbl; 2) He-
06x0ANMO yrny6nsitb TeOpeTMyeckoe 060CHOBaHNE UCCIeA0BaHNUS C ONOPON Ha Teopun
rocylapCTBEHHOrO yrnpaB/ieHus; 3) BaXHO NPOBOAUTb CPaBHUTENbHbIE UCCNef0BaHUS
Mexay CTpaHaMu A MOHMMaHMWA Pas3siMyHbIX NyTeN U NOCNEACTBUA MHHOBALMIA U LNG-
POBOW TpaHchOpMaL MK B cCeKTope nNpaBocyans u 4) Heo6xoANMbI aHaNU3 1 OLeHKa rocy-
L apCTBEHHOW NONIMTUKM B 061aCTU UHHOBaLWIA U undpoBoK TpaHchopMauum B o61acTu
npaBocyausi.
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Abstract

Objective: To develop a mapping of studies on innovation and digital
transformation in the justice sector, publishes from 2001 to 2022. Five
research questions were defined: 1) How to define innovation and digital
transformation introduced in the justice sector? 2) What types of innovations
and digital transformations are implemented in the justice sector? 3) What are
the objectives of introducing innovation and digital transformation in the justice
sector? 4) What are the antecedents that influence the process of innovation
and digital transformation in the justice sector? 5) What are the results of the
innovation and digital transformation process in the justice sector?

Methods: The systematic review of sources (scientific articles, conference
proceedings, monographs and institutional documents) presented in this paper
was conducted in accordance with the PRISMA (Preferred Reporting ltems
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) protocol. Selected by “research
field”, “topic”, “research design”, “year of publication” and the keywords “public
administration”, “public sector”, “e-justice”, “digital transformation”, and
“innovation”, the sources were analyzed and evaluated according to five main
aspects: (1) definition of innovation; (2) types of innovation; (3) objectives
of innovation; (4) antecedents of innovation; and (5) results of innovation.
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Results: The heuristic model for studying innovation in the public sector
developed by Vries et al. (2015) was adapted and applied to the research
field of justice. The adaptation of the heuristic model allowed forming the
following areas of analysis: contextual antecedents in justice; institutional
antecedentsinjustice;characteristics of innovation and digital transformation
in justice; individual antecedents in justice; types of innovation and digital
transformation in justice; results of the process of innovation and digital
transformation in justice.

Scientific novelty: a comprehensive review of the literature in the field of
innovation and digital transformation in justice is presented by adapting the
approach to conducting systematic studies of the literature in the social
sciences. It helped to identify gaps and define directions for further research
in the given field, including the activation of comparative legal research,
expansion of the methodological base, reliance on the theories of public
administration, etc.

Practical significance: the obtained results allow forming a heuristic map
of innovation and digital transformation in justice, create antecedents
(contextual, institutional and individual) and the basis for future empirical
research in the field of justice, analysis, evaluation and improvement of
public policy in the field of innovation and digital transformation in this area.
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