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Abstract. The purpose of the study is to justify the feasibility of using
regulatory policy and sectoral scientific tools in the daily activities of
regulatory bodies. The study used a wide range of sources containing
empirical data reflecting modern theoretical concepts of regulation. The
authors used general scientific and special methods of cognition, methods
of analysis and synthesis, formal logic, comparative jurisprudence, and
interpretation of law. The result of the study was an overview of the points
of view of modern scientists on regulation problems and the use of an
intersectoral approach. In addition, the article provides a rationale for the
need to use an intersectoral approach in regulation; the possibilities of
attracting psychologists and criminologists, historians and political
scientists have been identified. The novelty of the results obtained is due to
the author’s approach to the study of the activities of regulatory bodies and
lies in the fact that it has shown that in modern conditions, regulation takes
on the character of scientific activity that requires broad knowledge.
Currently, in the world practice, there are no examples of the inclusion of
criminologists, political scientists, historians, sociologists, and ecologists in
the staff structure of regulatory bodies as experts on a wide range of issues
that managers have to solve when developing regulatory policy, choosing
models, and developing regulatory strategies. Nowadays, all these issues
are solved by the heads of regulatory bodies mostly intuitively, guided by
their life experience and ideas about what should be done or subjective
assessments, which does not contribute to the successful achievement of
regulatory goals. Continuation of research on this topic will contribute to
the development of theoretical ideas about the activities of regulatory
bodies and the development of practical proposals aimed at increasing the
efficiency and effectiveness of regulation.
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The complexities of the formation and implementation of regulatory policy attract the
attention of representatives of various branches of scientific knowledge. Not only lawyers
and economists turn to the study of relations related to regulation, but also criminologists,
political scientists, and representatives of other social sciences.

Regulation is the most important function of a modern state. By providing a remedy for
markets failure, regulators set requirements, issue permits, provide, where necessary,
various preferences and benefits, monitor and enforce compliance with these requirements
for those who do not wish to do so voluntarily. The emergence of new knowledge, new
products, and new technologies affects not only regulated relations, but also the activities of
regulators. Quite recently, a sanitary inspector came to the meat processing plant with a
sharp stick and checked the safety using the “poke and sniff” method, but now
microbiology, spectral and genetic analysis are available to him. Regulation is turning into a
complex process of complex research of a scientific level and the adoption of regulatory
acts based on the analysis of a huge amount of data.

In recent years, in science and practice, attention to regulation problems has increased
[1], new methods, organizational structures are being developed, and methods of managing
commercial institutions are being adopted [2-4].

Special knowledge in psychology, criminology and behavioural economics is the most
popular [5-7, 8]. The study of practice, including the experience of other regulators, and the
use of the tools of historical science are of great importance [9, 10]. The regulator is under
constant pressure from politicians and other stakeholders, the patterns of interaction with
which are the subject of political science [11, 12].

The authors proceed from the premise that guided by discipline-specific knowledge it is
impossible to successfully regulate complex relations, predict and prevent dangerous
situations in a timely manner, it is necessary to use the tools available in the arsenal of
jurisprudence, economics, psychology and criminology, sociology, history, and political
science.

Since the purpose of the article is to develop ideas about the use of an intersectoral
scientific approach in the practice of regulators, its achievement includes the following
tasks: substantiating the need to use an intersectoral approach in regulation; defining the
limits of the use of criminological scientific knowledge; assessment of the role of the
historian in the activities of the regulator; determination of the place of political scientists in
the staff of the regulator.

The information and analytical basis of the study consists of information materials
presented on the official websites of governments, government departments, and regulatory
agencies. In addition, the authors studied and used the materials that characterize the
implementation of regulatory reforms over the past decades. The selection of sources was
carried out in accordance with the principles of relevance, timeliness, and approbation in
the scientific environment.

The methodological basis of the research consists of general scientific and special
methods of cognition, including methods of analysis and synthesis, formal logic,
comparative jurisprudence, and interpretation of law. The presented study is a continuation
of the work of the authors on the study of regulation problems and the implementation of
state control [13, 14].

2 Results
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The results of the study can be presented in the form of a table, in the left column of which
are presented the branches of knowledge that may be in demand in regulation, and in the
right – the possible directions of using this knowledge.

Table. The results of the study.

Knowledge
industry

Areas of use in regulatory activities

Industry
sciences

Identification of risks, development of standards, technical means of
diagnostics and control

Administrative
law

Development and approval of regulatory legal acts, establishment of
licensing, control procedures, prosecution and punishment

Criminology Search for means of effective influence on regulated people, measures
of persuasion and coercion, choice of regulatory strategies

Story Studying the experience of the regulator, analysing past mistakes and
successful actions

Political
science

Studying the political situation, finding compromises between the
goals of regulation and the requirements of politicians and voters,
developing their own regulatory policy.

3 Discussion
Modern technologies, on the one hand, equip regulators with new tools that allow them to
achieve greater compliance, identify key risks and target them in a targeted manner; on the
other hand, they create new problems. Along with markets failures, regulations failures also
arise which explain catastrophic oil spills and banking crises. Regulatory failures are more
expensive for the government, society and companies [15-17]. Regulation failures indicate
ineffective market intervention. Therefore, the requirements for regulators are also
constantly increasing. The main conditions for the ability of the regulator to solve their
problems are knowledge and ability to collect and process information, identify and assess
risks, predict possible changes to make decisions on risk management, assess the costs and
benefits of decisions, and promptly intervene to prevent dangerous events.

Success is determined by the setting of the work of the regulators themselves, the
formulation of the mission, the setting of goals and objectives, the motivation of employees
and their qualifications, the assessment of their activities and the level of internal control. It
is necessary to understand the problems associated with production, organization,
dissemination of knowledge necessary to make qualified decisions in the field of specific
risks management [1].

Regulation requires scientific methods and approaches to decision-making; it is
impossible without narrow specialization in the fields of scientific knowledge. Otherwise, it
is impossible to ensure quality, efficiency, management productivity, and to achieve socially
significant regulatory goals [2, 3, 18]. The weight of each risk can only be determined using
specific knowledge based on a risk management model. This requires experts with special
knowledge in the implementation of risk-oriented approaches, i.e. risk managers [4].

This is rarely taken into account by leaders. Decisions are made either intuitively, or
they are guided by proposals prepared by like-minded experts, although rival schools and
competing ideas coexist in science, and the opinion of one scientist may not coincide with
the opinion of another one. For successful regulation, it is necessary to involve
representatives of different branches of knowledge, and even representatives of different
scientific schools.
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Regulation affects the entire community. The regulator sets mandatory requirements,
monitors compliance with these requirements and ensures compliance. They use the full
range of state coercion methods. People can either comply with the requirements
voluntarily and deliberately, under pain of responsibility, or not comply hoping that this
violation will not be discovered, that they will be able to agree with the inspector.
Non-compliance for principled reasons has led to the formation of a special type of
corporate culture of countering regulation [7,  19]2.

The patterns of human behaviour in this area are studied by criminologists and
psychologists. However, as William K. Black rightly notes, there is no full-time
criminologist position in any regulatory body [5], although the purpose of regulation is to
create lawful behaviour, voluntary and informed compliance, and minimize litigation. The
methods proposed by experts in behavioral economics [6, 20, 21, 23] like influencing
regulated people, using shame, public condemnation, and the idea of damage to business
reputation should be taken into account.

The regulator’s decisions, even for new areas (green energy, digital economy), should be
based on accumulated experience and the analysis of its effectiveness and efficiency. The
regulator must know what explains the regulation failure and not repeat past mistakes. This
is especially important when making decisions on an emergency basis. Conclusion: The
regulatory body should have its own in-house historian [1], which allows for a systematic
assessment of the changing context of organizations, communities and policies within
which professional decisions are planned [9].

The regulator’s decisions are a compromise between political requirements and their
own independence, the goal of the mission. The development of regulatory policy is a
complex task in itself, involving a political choice of one of several possible solutions, the
choice of strategies, regulatory models, specific methods and tools, wherein a full-time
political scientist could help.

Finally, to successfully achieve regulatory goals, special knowledge of sociologists,
social psychologists, and management specialists is required who can help organize the
activities of the regulatory body and motivate employees, implement a
performance-management system [10, 12], and involve members of the public and
regulated entities in the development of regulatory decisions [11].

4 Conclusion
The study has shown that in modern conditions, regulation takes on the character of
scientific activity requiring broad knowledge. Currently, in the world practice there are no
examples of including criminologists, political scientists, historians, sociologists or
ecologists in the staff structure of regulatory bodies as experts on a wide range of issues that
managers have to solve when developing regulatory policy, choosing models, and
developing regulatory strategies. Nowadays, all these issues are solved by the heads of
regulatory bodies mostly intuitively guided by their life experience, ideas about what should
be done and subjective assessments, which does not contribute to the successful
achievement of regulatory goals.
Proceeding with the research on this topic will contribute to the development of theoretical
ideas about the activities of regulatory bodies and the development of practical proposals
aimed at increasing the efficiency and effectiveness of regulation.

2 Its meaning is that improperly designed regulation can lead to a kind of regulatory perversion, i.e. to
the emergence of a criminal environment in the regulated industry
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