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in Medizin und Jurisprudenz, 1981. L) ) Fanz Horak, Dogma und Dogmatik, zur Genese und Entwicklung eines Begriffs
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(5) Vgl. Maximilian Herberger, Dogmatik, zur Geschichte von Begriff und Method in Medizin und Jurisprudenz, 1981, S6.

(6] a.a. 0., S.27.
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(10) Wieacker, F. , Zur praktischen Leistung der Rechisdogmatik, in: R. Bubner et al. ( Hrsg. ), Festschrift fiir Hans-Georg
Gadamer, Bd. II, 1970, S.321.
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E)2004 55 1 7,56 140 7L,

(14) Vgl. Wieacker, F. , Zur praktischen Leistung der Rechisdogmatik, in: R. Bubner et al. (Hrsg. ), Festschrift fiir Hans-
Georg Gadamer, Bd.II, 1970, S.314 -315.
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[ Abstract| The basic compositions of legal dogmatics are the “negation ban” and the
reasoning and examining system based on “negation ban”. The legal formal system, which was
built by the school of Pandecten on the basis Roman law, is no longer able to satisfy the de-
mands of the constantly changing social reality. In contrast, practical legal dogmatics, which
can satisfy the needs of ever-changing society, has put the universal and doubtless “truth” in
trouble. We can find a mechanism of communication between the two legal dogmatics by revea-

ling the structure of hermeneutic circle between “deduction-system” and “induction-pragmatics” .
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