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Summary

The article deals with problematic aspects of realization of expediency principle of
criminal law in area of criminal law-enforcement. On the basis of analysis of criminal
legislation of Ukraine and scientific literature author emphasizes that in sphere of
criminal law expediency principle realizes only in case when a criminal law rule is
constructed in way that provides for law-enforcement discretion. Precisely for this reason
within limits of law-enforcement discretion which is based on authorizing criminal law
rules, relatively definite and alternative sanctions; assessment concepts, we can say on
possibility and necessity of realization of expediency principle.

Key words: criminal law-enforcement, principles of a criminal law-enforcement,
expediency principle of criminal law, expediency of criminal law.

AHHOTANMS

B crarbe uccnenyroTcs npooieMHble acTieKThl pealn3aliiy MPUHIIKIA I1eJecoodpas-
HOCTH YTOJIOBHOTO IIpaBa B cpepe yroJIoBHOTO NpaBonpuMeHeHus. Ha ocHoBanun aHa-
JIN3a YTOJIOBHOTO 3aKOHOAATENLCTBA YKPAUHbBI U HAyYHOU JINTEPaTypbl OTMEYAETCS, YTO
B IIPAaBONPHMEHHTEIILHOMN eSTeIBHOCTH B Chepe YroJIOBHOTO MpaBa MPUHIMUI LIEIeCco-
00pa3HOCTH PeaTn3yeTcs TONBKO B Cllydae, KOTa YrOJ0BHO-TIPaBOBasi HOpMa CKOHCTPY-
HpOBaHAa TaKUM 00Pa30M, YTO MpelyCMaTpUBAET MPABOINPUMEHUTEIHLHOE YCMOTPEHHE.
HmeHHO 103TOMY B paMKax MpPaBOINPUMEHHUTEILHOTO YCMOTPEHUS, OCHOBAHUSIMH KO-
TOPOTO ABJIAKOTCA YIPABOMOYHMBAKIINC YTOJIOBHO-IIPABOBBIC HOPMBI, YTOJIOBHO-ITPABO-
BbI€ OTHOCHUTECJIbHO-OIIPEACIICHHBIC U aJIBTCPHATUBHBIC CAHKIINH, OLIEHOYHBIC IMMOHATHUA
OIlpaBAaHO 'OBOPUTH O BO3MOXXHOCTHU U HCOGXOI[I/IMOCTH peanm3anuu nNpuHIuIa nejie-
CO00Pa3HOCTH YTOJIOBHOTO MTPaBa.

KitroueBble cjioBa: yroloBHOE MPABOIPUMEHEHHUE, IIPUHIUITBI YTOJIOBHOTO MPaBO-
MIPUMEHEHHS, TPUHIIKIT [IEJIECO00Pa3HOCTH YTOJIOBHOTO MPaBa, [e7ec000pa3HOCTh yro-
JIOBHOTO TIPaBa.

A.Musica, E. Polyanskyy, T. Ponyatovskaya,
N. Storchak, V. Tulakov, V. Tyutyuhyn and
others. At the same time some issues are still
should be investigated. Some of them are —
delineation of cases in which we can say on
possibility of application of the expediency
principle by subject of law enforcement.

Introduction. Although special place
of expediency principle in law-
enforcement activity, it hasn’t been given
consideration in criminal law publications.
Some issues of realization of expediency
principle in criminal law-enforcement
has been addressed by such scholars as:

O. Averin, B. Bovtun, L. Bagriy- Formulation of problem. The
Shakhmatov, E. Blagov, D. Bocharov, object of article is to research limits of
P.  Dahel, G. Zlobin, S. Kelin, expediency principle realization in sphere

M.Kovalev,A.Korobyeyev, V.Kudryavtsev,  of criminal law enforcement.

A. Kovalenko, S. Maksimov, V. Maltsev,
A. Martsev, A. Myznikova, A. Musica,
N. Lopashenko, V. Navrotskyi, P. Nedbaylo,
I. Noah, S. Poznyshev, B. Razhildiyev,
0. Raroh, M. Tagantsev, S. Timokhin,
V. Tula, Y. Oborotov, P. Rabinovich,
P. Friso LA, L. Yavych, V. Yakushin and
others. Some issues that are concerned
with issue were investigated in papers
on issues of imposition of sentence and
application of other measures of criminal
law by: L. Bagriy-Shakhmatov, A. Goroch,
T. Denisova, D. Dedkov, I. Karpets,
S. Kelyna, P. Korobeev, V. Merkulov,

An exposition of basic matter.
There is no common attitude among legal
theory scholars nor forensic scholars on
definition of «law enforcement» but at
same time they are all agree that law-
enforcement activity are being made
according to principles and to expediency
principle in particular.

Y. Oborotov holds that in order to
enforce a law the specific principles
are should be taken into account and
expediency is one of them [1, p. 93].
D. Bocharov also holds that expediency is
important part of law-enforcement activity
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[2, p. 3]. According to B. Malisheva,
law-enforcement can be called «correct»
if it meets requirements of process and
result of law-enforcement. One of these
requirements is expediency [3, p. 20].

Regarding the implementation of
expediency principle in law-enforcement
activity P. Nedbaylo, believes that
expediency in application and enforcement
of legal provisions is such implementation,
in which not only goal of law is achieved,
which leads to certain material or socio-
cultural results, but which is more
fully achieved in particular, historically
determined conditions of place and time
[4, p. 199]. A similar position is held by P.
Rabinovich, who believes that application
of rule that allows specific conditions to
achieve its goals in best way possible.
The above is based on understanding of
expediency of dialectic relations between
goals and means to achieve it, for any
purpose usually can be implemented in
concrete terms through various means
(actions). All such actions will be feasible in
broad sense of expediency, but given degree
of unequal level of expediency, some of
them will ensure achieving goal faster,
easier, and less «cost» than others [5, p. 45].

M. Marchenko believes that principle
of effectiveness in law-enforcement
activity means taking into account
specific conditions of application of
a regulatory act, taking into account
specifics of situation at moment
of decision, the choice of optimal
embodiment of legal requirements in
certain specific circumstances [6]. At the
same time, S. Alexeyev pointed out that
inclusion of expediency is very important
in application of legal norms, especially
in implementation of (use of) rights by
justice system. The more so because law
often provide an opportunity to solve
some of legal issues in order of a sub-
regulation (for example, when sentencing
for a crime) [7, p. 271].

AccordingtoA. Vengerovexpediency—
is a principle of law-enforcement,
which provides for a specific evaluation
of law-enforcement on following
criteria: is it necessary to apply law,
whether it is socially useful, taking into
account individual characteristics and
circumstances. The scholar adds that in
terms of implementation of principle of
effectiveness in law-enforcement can
appear two extremes. On the one hand,
expediency sometimes substitutes legality

and offender remains unpunished. And
we know that effective application of law
shouldn’t be cruel but imminent. On the
other hand, because of misunderstanding
of an expediency the measure of
application of law is violated in every
possible way, offender is subject to too
cruel punishment [8].

Summarizing the theoretical position
it may be noted that in accordance
with principle of expediency, option of
application of law is recognized expedient
which allows best way to achieve, in
specific circumstances purpose of law.

In contrast to general theoretical
studies devoted to implementation of
principle of effectiveness in field of law
enforcement, in science of criminal law,
in most cases, only certain aspects of
implementation of principle of expediency
in field of criminal law enforcement are
investigated, such as sentencing, exempt
from criminal liability and punishment.
That is why establishing boundaries
within which is justified to talk about
possibility and necessity of applying
principle of expediency by subjects of
criminal law enforcement is logical aspect
of study that concerns implementation of
expediency principle in field of criminal
law enforcement.

We have already mentioned that law
cannot provide all features and changes
that may arise in real life. That is why law,
often determines only general guidelines.
The aim of person who applies law is
precisely fit general requirements to
characteristics of particular case [9, p.
113]. On this occasion A. Koni said:
«... the judge deciding matter, never has
neither right nor moral grounds to say:
Sie volo, sie jubco — «I want». He must
speak as Luther: «I cannot help it». |
cannot, because logic of things, and inner
feeling and vital truth and meaning of law
firmly and inevitably tells me my decision
and against any other my conscience as
a judge and human will object» [10, p.
3]. In addition, we should agree with A.
Kostenko, which indicates that legislation
—is atool (good or bad) in hands of people
who use it (or have used). The scholar has
concluded that law is only effective when
it is used by people, and law acts only
in a way it is used by people. How will
people apply law — it is dependent on state
of their will and consciousness, which is
determined by social culture of people
[11, p. 88].
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Application of law is based solely on
its letter, in some cases impossible due
to, first of all, imperfections of law, and
lack of a real possibility of legislator to
provide for diversity of living conditions
that will accompany its implementation
[12]. Y. Tikhomirov said that legislator
deliberately uses vague wording in order
to extend application of law in terms of
unknown situations that may arise, which,
in his opinion, determines a considerable
scope of discretion of a law enforcer. It
is not possible to treat law solely as an
expression of any political will, and to
application of rule of law — both formal-
logical process of application of specific
law rules [13, p. 44].

In other words, application of law — it
is not just spread of legal rules to certain
factual circumstances; it is, in some cases,
creative process. One important point
that, along with this, law enforcement —
a subordinate activity that involves
creativity (discretion — O.S.) only to
extent and direction of certain applicable
substantive provisions, and in forms
established by appropriate procedural and
procedural rules, they are solely on basis
of submission to requirements of rule of
law [2, p. 11].

Summarizing solid research of
scholars on issue of law-enforcement
discretion in criminal law, you can define it
as, law-enforcement activity of authorized
subjects to choose one of several criminal
law options for solutions, in accordance
with the will of legislator and principles
of criminal law [14; 15; 16; 17; 18; 19].

In Addition, V. Tulakov and A.
Makarenko noted that «genetic» feature
in history of development of domestic
legislation is its formation on principles
of wide application of judicial discretion.
Scientists true added that lack of certainty
of criminal law, multiple meanings of
some terms and concepts, variability
of punishment, lack of detailed and
clear rules and criteria of sentencing
significantly impede enforcement process
leads to instability of criminal legal
regulation, discord in court practice and
sometimes leads to judicial errors [20,
p. 209]. On this basis, it is so important,
when it comes to use of discretion, to
adhere to principles of criminal law
(including expediency principle), which
should guide decision.

Along with this, it should be noted
that when there is a clear legislative
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guidance, work of law enforcer, which
applies this criminal law is subject
exclusively to principle of legality. In
this context, position of convincing P.
Nedbaylo, who pointed out that when
rule of law provides for only one and not
several possible solutions — there is no
question of expediency of its application
[4, p. 197]. Thus, in accordance with
Art. 46 of Criminal Code of Ukraine
court is obliged to exempt from criminal
liability in connection with reconciliation
of perpetrator with victim; person
who has committed a minor offense or
intentional misdemeanor, except crimes
of corruption; if a person reconciled
with victim and compensate for damage
or eliminate harm. That is, if there are
grounds specified in article in question
court has no other solution but to release
person from criminal responsibility.
Emphasizing that in example it comes to
implementation, only principle of legality,
because in this case, all other principles
of criminal law (including expediency
principle) considered by legislator (or
should have been taken into account)
when enshrined it in criminal law rules.

The above leads to conclusion
that enforcement activities, in field of
criminal law, principle of expediency
is realized only when criminal law is
designed in such a way that provides
for law-enforcement discretion. That is
why in framework of law-enforcement
discretion we can say about feasibility
of implementing principle of criminal
law. Given above it is difficult to agree
with thesis of P. Nedbaylo that absolutely
all rules provide for a greater or lesser
degree of their application, and therefore
most expedient law-enforcement problem
arises in all cases [4, pp. 197, 200].

Summarizing it may be noted that need
to incorporate principle of expediency
in implementation of enforcement of
criminal law occurs when criminal law is
designed in such a way that provides law-
enforcement discretion.

In scientific literature devoted to study
of law enforcement discretion various
grounds of its application are allocated
[21; 22].

B. Dyogot believes that because of
lack of exhaustive list of rights and duties
in relatively definite norms, they provide
law-enforcement subjects to decide
the matter, taking into account specific
circumstances. The scholar has concluded

that relatively definite norms provide
an enforcement subject right to choose
one or another possible solution of case
[23, p. 32, 52]. Along with this,
V. Goncharov and V. Kozhevnikov note
that basis of law-enforcement discretion
is dispositive rules, including those that
contain assessment concepts [24, p. 54].
O. Berezin expands list of grounds for
law-enforcement discretion who believes
that grounds for any actions enforcer are:
dispositive rule of law; with respect to
certain or alternative sanctions mandatory
law; evaluation concepts; closed or open
legal lists; gaps in law and conflicts
of law [21, p. 8-9]. Y. Grachev and
A. Rarog include authorizing regulations,
assessment concepts and all kinds of
sanctions used in Criminal Code to
grounds of judicial discretion in criminal
law [25]. According to A. Barak, to
grounds of discretion, in addition to
relative definition of content of legal
norms and gaps in law, should include
legal conflicts [18, p. 24-25].

In addition basis of law-enforcement
discretion should be linked to legislation
one way or another or fact of its absence,
so it is legal in nature. The existence
of «non-legaly grounds discretion is
excluded. We agree with position of
M. Risny that discretion, is not based on
legal grounds, in fact, be nothing more
than arbitrary [26, pp. 82, 84].

Based on analysis of Criminal Code
of Ukraine and expressed in scientific
literature position we believe that
grounds of law-enforcement discretion
in criminal law are: authorizing criminal
law rules; criminal law, relatively definite
and alternative sanctions; assessment
concepts.

We should also address issue on
possibility of discretion when carrying out
criminal law qualification. M. Korzhansky
understands qualification as a criminal
and legal assessment of act, choice and
application to it of criminal law that
most closely describes its symptoms.
Analyzing position of M. Korzhansky,
V. Nawrocki emphasizes importance of
fact that in order to correctly carry out
qualification it is necessary to choose
and apply only a single, specific criminal
law of several adjacent norms that best
describes characteristics of offense. In
addition, the V. Nawrocki emphasis
correctness of position of M. Korzhanskiy
that it’s needed to select a specific rule
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during qualification that best suited to
present case [27, p. 42]. In addition,
V. Nawrocki said that qualification begins
at stage of selection of legal norms for
action. Scholars emphasize that we should
talk about «choice» of a rule or a number
of existing ones. After all, in law, there is
only one single rate, devoted to settlement
of case or more if there are multiple
offenses [27, p. 18].

That is, at first glance, we cannot say
about any law-enforcement discretion
during criminal law  qualification.
However, as we have already noted
basis of law-enforcement discretion is
estimated concepts that are quite common
in Criminal Code and that subject of law-
enforcement is faced during criminal law
qualification. That is why if disposition of
article contains assessment signs, we can
say that law-enforcement discretion may
take place during qualification, only to
extent where it carries on an interpretation
of assessment signs of a crime.

We have already mentioned that we
support position of authoritative scholars
(including N. Kuznetsova, V. Nawrocki,
V. Havronyuk) and believe that maximum
unification of terminology of criminal
law is an important step to achieve its
objectives and implement expediency
principle of criminal law [28, p. 61].
However, till assessment concepts are
enshrined in Criminal Code, authorized
persons who apply criminal law will have
to interpret them. That is why, position
of group of authors of textbook «Actual
problems of criminal law» seems to be
quite convincing, that in cases where
there is uncertainty of legal regulations,
its elimination is possible only through
application of law, based on its established
objectives and targets. Thus, process of
interpretation of assessment terminology
in criminal law in many respects may be
associated with occurrence of expediency.
For example, determining damage,
level of income, whether consequences
are heavy, losses are significant — law-
enforcement authority, judge, legislator (if
amplifications or clarifications are made
in Criminal Code) makes decisions based
primarily on expediency [29].

Along with assessment concepts
basis of law-enforcement discretion is
authorizing rules that should be understood
as organized according to structure and
expressed in form of criminal law, rules
providing  entities-recipients  option
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that provides variants of regulations of
legislator in accordance with established
law in various areas of application of
these norms of Criminal Code [30, p.
6-7]. M. Poroikov indicates that without
authorizing rules the whole process of
exercising justice would be reduced in
criminal aspects only to mechanical use
of appropriate standards, which describes
in its disposition of any corpus delicti and
contains a form of punishment sanctions
of same size, so it would be absolutely
certain [30, p. 3]. However, A. Makarenko
correctly emphasizes that such legal
construction as authorizing rules which
are used by legislator consciously or
planned, as we cannot provide all variety
of life’s realities in every case and thus to
formalize assessment of case and identity
of perpetrator [14].

The occurrence of authorizing rules
are enshrined in current Criminal Code of
Ukraine as legal wording as «may» (Art.
9, 19, 47, 48, 52, 54, 55, 74, 81, 82, 84,
85,87,95,96,97,99, 105 107 of Criminal
Code), « court may» (Art. 53, 57, 66, 67,
69, 75, 76, 79, 83, 91, 94, 96-7, 104, 105
of Criminal Code), «may be» (vv. 10,
19, 70, 77, 86, 87 of Criminal Code of
Ukraine), «decided by courty (Art. 49,
80 of th Criminal Code of Ukraine). It’s
obvious that actual number of authorizing
rules in Criminal Code is much more so
we pointed out only those which, in our
view, often used by enforcer.

In accordance with this, it should be
noted that authorizing rules are provided
in following sections of Criminal Code
of Ukraine — Chapter IX exemption
from criminal liability Art. 47, 48, 49 of
Criminal Code of Ukraine; — Section X
punishment and its types Art. 52, 53, 54,
55, 57 of Criminal Code of Ukraine; —
Section XI sentencing Art. 66, 67, 69, 70
of Criminal Code of Ukraine; — Section
XII exemption from punishment and
serving Art. 74, 75,76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82,
83, 84, 85, 86, 87 of Criminal Code of
Ukraine; — Section XIV other measures
of criminal law Art. 96, 91, 94, 95 of
Criminal Code of Ukraine; — Chapter
XIV-1 measures of criminal law on legal
persons Art. 96-7 of Criminal Code of
Ukraine; — Section XV specificity of
criminal responsibility and punishment
of minors Art. 97, 99, 104, 105, 107 of
Criminal Code of Ukraine.

In Summary we believe it is justified
to talk about possibility and necessity

of applying th expediency principle by
criminal law-enforcement subjects but
only within law-enforcement discretion
(authorizing criminal law rules, relatively
definite and alternative  sanctions;
assessment concepts). Given that law
enforcer «meets» authorizing criminal law
rules, criminal law, relatively definite and
alternative sanctions in sentencing and
application of other measures of criminal
law, further direction of research is study of
principle of expediency of criminal law: —
during sentencing; — during application of
other measures of criminal law.
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COLMHUAJIBHAS CIIPABEJJINBOCTD
KAK OCHOBA COLIMAJIBHOM NOJIMUTUKHA
HUBUJIN30BAHHOI'O I'OCYJAPCTBA

Eaena TUIIEHKO,
JOKTOP IOPAANIECKHUX HayK, JOIEHT KadeIpsl TPYAOBOTO IIpaBa
U TIpaBa COIMATBHOTO 00ECIEYCHNUS FOPHINUECKOTO (haKyIbTeTa
KueBckoro HalmoHaiIpHOTO YHUBepcuTeTa UMeHH Tapaca IlleBueHko

Summary

The article analyzes essence of social-ethical concept of social justice as one of main
principles of criteria for operation of democratic state. It is stated that issue of social rights
and distribution function of state is directly related to problem of realization of social
justice in this particular state. It is stated critical attitude to theory of «egalitarianismy,
justified that egalitarianism is inherently unfair. Reveals the problems of social policy
of Ukraine in context of effectiveness of social security of vulnerable populations such
as strategic direction of fight against poverty. It is proved that effectiveness of principle
of social justice in today’s society depends primarily on welfare state, raising living
standards of citizens.

Key words: social justice, equality, egalitarianism, vulnerable, poverty.

AHHOTaNMsA

B crarbe aHAIU3HPYETCs CYLIIHOCTH COLHAIBHO-OTHYCCKOTO IOHSITHS COLHAJIbHAS
CIPaBEATUBOCTD, KAK OJHOTO U3 INIABHBIX IPHHIUIOB (QYyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS AEMOKPATHU-
YeCKOro ToCyAapcTBa. YKa3bIBAaeTCs, YTO MPOOIEMBI COLMANIBHOM pacnpeaeTuTeapHOM
(GyHKIMY TIpaBa U rocylapcTBa HEMOCPEACTBCHHO CBS3aHBI C MPOOIEMOH peann3anun
COLMAIBbHOM CIIpaBeUIMBOCTH B JAHHOM KOHKPETHOM rocynapctBe. Koncrarupyercs
KPUTUYECKOE OTHOLIEHHWE K TEOPMHU «3rajluTapu3May, 00OCHOBBIBACTCS, YTO ypaBHU-
JIOBKA II0 CBOGMY CYILIECTBY HECIIpaBEAINBA. PacKphIBAlOTCS IPOOIEMBI COLMANBHOM
MOJIMTHKY YKPaHHbI B KOHTEKCTE AEHCTBEHHOCTH COLMAIBHOIO 00€CIIEUEeHHUS YSI3BUMBIX
KaTeropuii HaceJIeHus, Kak CTPaTerHyeckoro HarpasieHus: 60psObl ¢ GeqHoCThIO. [lo-
Ka3bIBaeTCA, 4TO Y (PEKTUBHOCT peaH3aliy IIPUHINIIA COLUAIBHON CIIPaBeUINBOCTH
B COBPEMEHHOM OOIIECTBE, IPEXK/E BCErO, 3aBUCUT OT 01ar0COCTOSIHUS HACEIECHUS IO-

CyAapCTBa, MOBBILICHUS )KU3HCHHOI'O YPOBHS I'PAXK/AaH.
KuoueBble ciioBa: conuajibHas CpaBEeIJINBOCTDh, PABEHCTBO, STAJIMTAPU3M, YA3BU-

MBI€ CJIOM HACCJICHUA, 6€,Z[HOCTI>.

HOCTaHOBKa npo6jaemsl. Bos-
HUKHOBEHHE TEOPHH  COIH-
QIBHOM CIPaBEIIIMBOCTH CBS3aHO C He-
00XOIMMOCTBIO OCO3HAHHA II0JIOXKEHHS
JIMYHOCTH B OOIIECTBE M TOCYIApCTBE.
Peanuszanusa mnpuHLMIA — COLMANbHOM
CIPaBEeUIMBOCTH B OOIECTBE, HPEXIE
BCEr0, BOIUIOIIAETCS] B PAa3BUTUU COLU-
QJIBHOM MOJMTHKH B cdepe COHaIbHO-
ro obecreueHnsl HE3alIUICHHBIX CIIOCB
HaCeJIEHUs, YUCICHHOCTh KOTOPHIX yBe-
JIUYHUBACTCSI B YCJIOBUSX HEPEXOAHOM
HECTaOMJIBHOW  JKOHOMHKH. VIMEHHO
M03TOMY TIpo0IeMaTHKa 3HAYECHUS COIH-
QITBHOM CIIPaBeIMBOCTH JJIST PA3BUTHS
COIMATILHOTO 00ECIIeUeHUS SIBIISETCS aK-
TyaJbHOH JUISl HAYYHOTO UCCIICTOBAHUS 1
aHaJIM3a.

JIMCKyCCHOHHBIX aCIeKTOB CYIIHOCTH
KaTEerOpuH COLMAIBHON CIpPaBeJINBOCTH
B CBOHMX TPYy/Jax KacaJlnucCh OTEUECTBEHHBIE
yuensle-topuctel B.M. Aunpuus, H.b. bo-
noruna, T.A. 3an¢uposa, C.M. IIpumumn-
ko, A.M. Ipouesckuii, C.M. Cunuyxk,

Bb.U1. Cramxus, JLII. [lymnuas, H.H. Hly-
MuiIo u Jp. OnHaKo, HA JTaNe Pa3BUTHA
COLMATbHO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHON 3KOHOMHU-
KM BHOBb BO3HHKAeT MOTPEOHOCTH aHa-
JM3a CONMAIBHO-TIPABOBOTO TTOJIOKEHUS
JIMIa B TOCYAapCTBE, U3YHEHMS COIvIa-
COBaHMS TPHHIMIIA COIMAIBHOW Crpa-
BEJUIMBOCTHU C pealn3aluell connaabHON
MOJIUTUKHN B YKpawHe B cepe conuab-
HOro o0ecreyeHus ys3BUMBIX CIIOEB Ha-
CEIICHUSL.

Henp craTbum — NpoaHaIM3UPOBATH
npo0OIeMbl peaTn3aluy MPUHIUNIA COLH-
QJIBHOM CIPaBEUIMBOCTU B COBPEMEHHBIX
YCIIOBHSIX Pa3BUTHA TOCYapcTBa U 001IIe-
CTBA, MCCIIC/IOBATh HBOJIIOLHUIO COJEpIKa-
HHS TPHHIMINA COLMAIIBHOM CIIpaBeUIH-
BOCTHU B 3aBHCUMOCTH OT COI[HATIBHO-IKO-
HOMHUECKOH MOIUTHKH TOCYIapCTBa.

U3i0:xeHHEe 0CHOBHOIO MaTepuajia
uccaegoanus. [naron nmucan, 9o cnpa-
BEJUIMBOCTb COCTAaBIIIET OCHOBY COBEp-
IeHHOTo rocynapcrea. OH oTMeuan, 4To
JIIOIU elIe B caMOM Hadalle, Korjua co3-



