        Desiatnyk V. The Problem of Scientific of Theories
The article consists of an introduction, five chapters and conclusions.

The introduction contains the statement of problem of scientific theories, setting out the attitude of modern Ukrainian legal science to the problem and the definition of the goal of the research.

The Section 1 "Verifiability of theories is their falsifiability" contains Popper study concluded that theory which is not refutable by any conceivable event is nonscientific. Irrefutability is not a virtue of a theory (as people often think) but a vice.

The Section 2 "Falsifiability theories instead of confirmation" dedicated grounding Popper concluded that it must be possible for an empirical scientific system to be refuted by experience. 

The Section 3 "The critical test theories instead of justification" consists of Popper explanation that criticizing and testing go hand in hand; the theory is criticized from very many different sides in order to bring out those points which may be vulnerable. And the testing of the theory proceeds by exposing these vulnerable points to as severe an examination as possible. 

The Section 4 "Determination Theory experience" includes Popper formulated the theory definition experience.

A theory is to be called ‘empirical’ or ‘falsifiable’ if it divides the class of all possible basic statements unambiguously into the following two non-empty subclasses. First, the class of all those basic statements with which it is inconsistent (or which it rules out, or prohibits): we call this the class of the potential falsifiers of the theory; and secondly, the class of those basic statements which it does not contradict (or which it ‘permits’). 

We can put this more briefly by saying: a theory is falsifiable if the class of its potential falsifiers is not empty. 

The Section 5 "Falsifiability theories and their falsification” Popper consists of statements that we must clearly distinguish between falsifiability and falsification. We have introduced falsifiability solely as a criterion for the empirical character of a system of statements. As to falsification, special rules must be introduced which will determine under what conditions a system is to be regarded as falsified. We say that a theory is falsified only if we have accepted basic statements which contradict it. This condition is necessary, but not sufficient; for we have seen that non-reproducible single occurrences are of no significance to science. Thus a few stray basic statements contradicting a theory will hardly induce us to reject it as falsified. We shall take it as falsified only if we discover a reproducible effect which refutes the theory. In other words, we only accept the falsification if a low-level empirical hypothesis which describes such an effect is proposed and corroborated.  
Conclusions. 

Philosophy of science "critical reason" scientific theory says if there is a fundamental possibility of refutation.

This scientific understanding can be acceptable to the legal theories under logical and methodological concept of critical legal thinking, put forward by the author of this article.
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