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The Ukraine’s acquisition of the status of a “candidate state” of member states of the
European Union, as well as the influence and observance of the international legislation on
human rights and freedoms, significantly complements the administrative and legal status of
citizens of our country. The ratification by the Ukrainian state of the European Convention on
Human Rights (1997) and other international legal acts related to rights and freedoms opened
a new stage in the development of national legal science, especially regarding the protection of
the rights of natural persons [1, p. 15-32].

Existing approaches in the administrative and legal science to the protection of
individual rights, as well as to the application of measures of coercive influence to the violator,
are closely related to the characterization of a natural person as a participant in the
administrative and legal relations existing in society.

Note that Chapter 11 of the Constitution of Ukraine contains a non-exhaustive list of
rights, freedoms and responsibilities of a human and a citizen [2]. The legislator also uses the
term “person” in order to specify the individuality of a natural person and his/her legal status
with the designation of his/her features. At the same time, the presence of terms characterizing
the administrative and legal status of an individual always requires clarification of the
relationship between such terms as “natural person”, “citizen”, as well as their legal impact on
the differentiation of liability of subjects who commit administrative offenses.

Each of the mentioned terms has different interpretations according to the object and
subject of research, which in general indicate the historical, social, cultural and other attainments
of a person who possesses socially determined and individual qualities that are manifested in the
intellect, emotions and will of a person. When characterizing a natural person, it is worth noting
the social connections and relations, features and qualities that have social and individual
significance. These include: the ability to think and make conscious and not instinctive decisions;
individuality (talent, education, profession, preferences, etc.); freedom, that is, the right to choose
from the options of behavior provided by society, which ensures the realization of personal
interests and does not violate the rights of other subjects; responsibility to society [3, p. 630].

It is worth noting that the concepts of “person” and “personality” are not
equivalent to each other, especially in terms of defining a human as a person. In our case,
we may be talking about the insanity of a person who, at the time of committing illegal
actions or inaction, is in a state of insanity, that is, could not be aware of his/her actions

180


mailto:Oleksiy.I.Ostapenko@lpnu.ua
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9833-3043
http://doi.org/10.23939/law2023.37.180

Differentiation of liability for committing administrative offenses

or control them due to a chronic mental illness, a temporary disorder of mental activity,
mental retardation or another medical condition [4].

The social and individual characteristics of a natural person testify to its administrative
and legal status, the essence of which is the establishment by the norms of administrative law
of the subject’s position, which is characterized by subjective rights, legal obligations and
liability of the subject in the field of the public administration [5, p. 405].

Therefore, it is relevant to characterize the differentiation of the liability of subjects for
committing administrative offenses, the administrative and legal status of which in most cases
is asymmetric, since individuals act within the limits of rights and freedoms granted to them.

Key words: administrative liability, administrative offense, differentiation, citizen,
human, natural person.

Statement of the problem. According to the Article 9 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative
Offenses, administrative liability arises taking into account the features characterizing the concept of an
administrative offense. Issues related to a natural person of the violator, the course of action for carrying
out procedural procedures for bringing the guilty person to the administrative responsibility are not left out
of the legislator’s attention. At the same time, as practice shows, the application of the norms of
administrative law to a person who has committed an administrative offense has in some cases a so-called
“universal” approach without taking into account both general and special features that characterize not
only a natural person, but also his/her administrative and delictual actions or inaction. These and other
aspects require an analysis of the impact of differentiation on the individualization of the application of
administrative penalties for administrative offenses committed by a natural person.

Analysis of the research of the problem. In scientific publications, a lot of attention is paid to the
consideration of the essence of subjects of administrative liability for committed administrative offenses.
Issues related to the administrative and legal status of natural and legal entities, as well as the basis of their
classification, are investigated, which affects a more meaningful understanding of the administrative and
legal aspects of liability. Attention is drawn to the scientific works of Bytyak Y. P., Bevza A. I,
Vernadskyi V. ., Hrytsenko I. S., Gula O. V., Zadykhaila O. A., Kovalya S. O., Kolomoyets T. O.,
Kolpakova V. K., Kopylenka O. A., Kravchenko A. V., Palamarchuka I. V., Smetaniuka R. S.,
Shemshuchenko Yu. S. and others.

The objective of the article. To conduct an administrative and legal analysis of the administrative
liability in relation to identification, determination and influence of the features characterizing a natural
person as a violator of administrative and legal norms. To offer the authors vision as to the resolution of
controversial issues regarding the differentiation of the responsibility of a natural person for committing an
administrative offense.

Presentation of the main material. One of the types of state coercion is an administrative
liability, which is applied to natural and legal entities who commit administrative offenses. The purpose of
administrative liability is that its application involves the elimination of the conditions and reasons for
committing administrative offenses, as well as the restoration of the rights, freedoms and legitimate
interests of citizens of the state against which an illegal encroachment was committed.

One of the constitutional duties of both the citizen and the state is to compensate for the damage
caused (Article 66 of the Constitution of Ukraine) [2] and bring the guilty person to a legal responsibility.
At the same time, there are certain legal peculiarities that apply to certain categories of citizens who have
committed administrative offenses and are held accountable. Thus, when a natural person who has
committed an administrative offense is detained and in the further proceedings of the case, his/her
citizenship and legal status are clarified. We mark that the administrative and legal status of a citizen of
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Ukraine is a component of the general legal status, which certifies a persons belonging to the state, a
person's permanent connection with the state, which is manifested in their mutual rights and
obligations [6, p. 149].

The provisions regarding the citizenship of the Ukrainian People's Republic, which were proposed
in the draft of the Administrative Code of the UPR (1932), are instructive from a historical perspective. We
will list some of them. The following are recognized as citizens of Ukraine: all persons of Ukrainian
nationality who have permanently lived and live on the territory of Ukraine, as they are not deprived of the
right to this citizenship [7, p. 111]. In the following list of categories of citizens, we are talking about
persons of other nationalities, persons born to citizens of the UPR, persons who acquired the citizenship of
another state on the basis of treaties with other states, persons adopted according to the procedure for
citizenship of the UPR established by the law, persons born to mixed marriages of citizens of the UPR with
foreign citizens, when a father is a citizen of the UPR. This testifies to the efforts of the authors of the draft
of the Code to regulate the legal status of the citizens of the UPR and persons of other nationalities in order
to protect their rights, freedoms and legitimate interests.

The current Law of Ukraine “On Citizenship” allows for the following grounds for acquiring
Ukrainian citizenship (Article 6): 1) by birth; 2) by territorial origin; 3) as a result of admission to
citizenship; 4) as a result of a renewal of citizenship; 5) as a result of adoption; 6) as a result of establishing
a guardianship or a custody over the child, placement of the child in a health care institution, an
educational institution or in the other child institution, in a family-type orphanage or a foster family; 7) as a
result of the establishment of guardianship over a person recognized by the court as disabled; 8) in
connection with the stay in Ukrainian citizenship of one or both parents of the child; 9) as a result of
recognition of paternity or maternity or establishment of the fact of paternity or maternity; 10) on the other
grounds stipulated by the international treaties of Ukraine [8].

It is possible to establish the peculiarities of the life activity of a separate natural person and his/her
social relations by considering individual elements of the administrative and legal status, which include:
citizenship; administrative and legal personality (legal capacity, capacity, delictual capacity); basic rights,
freedoms and obligations of citizens in the public sphere of activity; constitutional, administrative and legal
guarantees of observance and implementation of the rights and freedoms of citizens on the part of the state.
As we can see, the administrative and legal status of a natural person, human and citizen implies legal ties
with a society and the state.

It is worth noting that this legal relationship is specific, which finds its normative consolidation in
laws, separate administrative and legal norms that regulate the relations of all citizens, without exception,
who live or are on the territory of Ukraine. Other elements of the administrative and legal status of a
person apply only to citizens of Ukraine, that is, they affect the specification of the constitutional rights,
freedoms and responsibilities of a person and a citizen (chapter 11 of the Constitution of Ukraine) [2],
create conditions for their implementation, and are also the basis for the formation and functioning of the
public administration bodies, which are obliged to provide services to citizens in the realization of their
rights, freedoms and legitimate interests, and in case of their violation prosecute the guilty ones.

To a large extent, it depends on: the age, gender of a natural person, the functional duties that the
person performs in the public and private spheres, the presence or absence of discrimination against the
person, as well as the ability of the person, through his/her actions in accordance with the procedure
established by the law, to acquire and perform special functional duties and exercise rights, the violation of
which entails administrative liability.

We indicate that the object of our research is issues related to the differentiation of the liability of
natural persons for committed administrative offenses. The term “differentiation” is commonly understood
as division, dismemberment of the whole into parts [9, p. 606]. Therefore, the definition of the
administrative differentiation hypothetically includes differences established by the state (legislator) in the
possibility of applying responsibility to natural persons for committed administrative offenses. To a certain
extent, the elements that characterize administrative differentiation arise by the definition of the
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administrative liability, which includes features of applying to persons who have committed administrative
offenses that entail for these persons heavy consequences of a property, moral, personal or other nature and
are imposed by authorized bodies or officials on the grounds and in order established by the norms of the
administrative law [5, p. 5]. This means that the subject of an administrative offense should be understood
as a person who has committed an illegal act for which administrative liability is provided by law [5, p. 416].

The author of the textbook “Administrative Law of Ukraine” (2011) T. O. Kolomoets considers the
classification of subjects of the administrative law, dividing them into:

1) subjects that do not have authority (natural persons, associations of citizens, enterprises,
institutions);

2) subjects endowed with authority (executive authorities, central, regional, local, other public
administration bodies, local self-government bodies) [10, p. 65-115].

According to a common rule, subjects of administrative liability are divided into general (these are
natural persons who have reached the age established by law at which they can be brought to
administrative responsibility; the presence of sanity at the time of committing an administrative offense
and during the proceedings), special (when a natural person who has committed an administrative offense
has age peculiarities, a special administrative and legal status). The special administrative and legal status
of a person can be both long-term and short-term.

In the administrative law and legislation of Ukraine, there is the following division of subjects who
are held accountable in case of an administrative offense. They are as follows:

1) minors (Article 13 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses);

2) officials (Article 14 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses);

3) owners of vehicles (Article 14-1 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses);

4) responsible persons — a natural person or the head of the legal entity in whose name the vehicle
is registered, as well as the proper user of the vehicle and the person exercising the manager authority of
the legal entity under which the vehicle is registered (Article 14-2 of the Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offenses);

5) military personnel and other persons subject to disciplinary statutes for committing
administrative offenses (Article 15 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses);

6) foreigners and persons without citizenship (Article 16 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative
Offenses).

Taking into account the suggested division of subjects of administrative liability, we note that it
(division) is a part of another classification of subjects of administrative liability, which is divided into the
following groups:

1) subjects of administrative jurisdiction who have the authority granted to them by the state within
the limits of their authority to consider cases of administrative offenses, take, if necessary, measures to
provide proceedings in cases, make decisions on them and ensure their implementation;

2) subjects submitted to the administrative liability for committing administrative offenses, i.e.
natural persons who, at the time of committing illegal actions or inactions, are capable of delict and
reprehensible. The administrative delictual capacity of a natural person allows for the possibility, if
available, of individual features characterizing the person (age, gender, mental state and other
circumstances) at the time of committing an administrative offense. These features testify to the existence
of general and special delictual capacity of a natural person. The features characterizing the general
administrative delictual capacity of a natural person include:

1) the age of a natural person at the time of committing an administrative offense.

According to the Article 12 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses — persons who
reached the age of sixteen at the time of committing an administrative offense are subject to the
administrative liability. For this category of persons, the legislator provided a number of measures, which
by their essence have a preventive, disciplinary and not a punitive nature (Article 24-1 of the Code of
Ukraine on Administrative Offenses);
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2) the mental state of a natural person who, at the time of committing an illegal act or inaction, is
in a state of sanity, or on the contrary, in a state of insanity, i.e. he/she could not be aware of his/her actions
or control them due to a chronic mental illness, a temporary disorder of mental activity, mental retardation
or another medical condition (Article 20 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses).

It is worth noting that the general administrative delictual capacity of a natural person is
characterized by circumstances that mitigate or aggravate his/her responsibility for committing an
administrative offense (Articles 34, 35 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses) [4]. The above-
mentioned features indicate that the legislator, by means of differentiation (division), designates the
general administrative delictual capacity of a natural person.

The special administrative delictual capacity of a natural person provides for the availability of
features that have legal significance during the consideration of a case on an administrative offense. The
valid administrative legislation of Ukraine, consisting of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses
and other laws of Ukraine, defines the following special features of the administrative delictual capacity of
a natural person:

1. Having the status of an official, which means that a natural person holds a position determined
by the structure and staff schedule of the public administration bodies, and performs the organizational and
management, consultative and advisory duties assigned to him/her [5, p. 316]. T. O. Kolomoets suggests to
recognize the administrative and legal status as a set of rights and obligations established by the norms of
the administrative law for a certain subject. The mandatory feature of a person's acquisition of
administrative and legal status is the existence of the specific subjective rights and obligations that are
implemented by this person both within the confines of the administrative and legal relations and outside
them [10, p. 64]. It is worth to emphasize that the responsibility of officials (Article 14 of the Code of
Ukraine on Administrative Offenses) is determined for administrative offenses committed in the sphere of
protection of administrative system, of state and public order, of nature and public health. A rather broad
interpretation in terms of bringing an official to the administrative responsibility means “other rules, the
enforcement of which is a part of their official duties”, which creates wide opportunities in the application
of administrative liability to officials.

2. The administrative and legal status of the owner (co-owner) of vehicles (Article 14-1 of the
Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses) who owns and disposes of vehicles. Ownership of a vehicle
by a natural person means its legal assignment. The use of a vehicle by a natural person testifies to the
legally guaranteed possibility of its actual exploitation. The disposal of a vehicle by a natural person means
the presence of a legally guaranteed possibility to determine its further usage by performing legal acts in
relation to it (for example, concluding a lease agreement, etc.).

It should be stated that the recording of administrative offenses in the field of the road safety is
automated by special technical means, with the help of which the owner (co-owner) of the vehicle, to
whom the measures of the administrative influence are applied, is detected. At the same time, the legislator
in the Article 14-2 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses established the provisions on
responsibility for administrative offenses, in the field of ensuring road traffic safety, recorded in automatic
mode, and for violations of the rules of stopping, stationing, parking of vehicles, recorded in photo (video)
mode, for liable persons (natural persons, head of legal entity) in whose name the vehicle is registered and
who are the proper users of this vehicle. As you can see, we are talking about expanding the list of natural
persons (owners, co-owners, liable persons, proper users) who can be held administratively responsible for
administrative offenses committed in the field of traffic safety.

3. Liability of servicemen and other persons subject to disciplinary statutes for committing
administrative offenses are liable under disciplinary statutes (Article 15 of the Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offenses). At the same time, for committing certain administrative offenses, servicemen
and persons equated to them are brought to administrative responsibility on common grounds. Yes, the
Article 15 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses was supplemented (in 2015) with the
provision that for committing military administrative offenses, military personnel, as well as conscripts
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and reservists during military service, bear the responsibility provided for in the Chapter 13-B
(Articles 172-10-172-20 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses).

4. The liability of foreigners and persons without citizenship (Article 16 of the Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offenses) also has features of differentiation, which indicate their responsibility for
committing administrative offenses on a common basis with citizens of Ukraine, as well as in accordance
with the international treaties of Ukraine regarding persons who enjoy immunity from the administrative
jurisdiction of Ukraine.

The laws of Ukraine may allow for the administrative expulsion from Ukraine of foreigners and
stateless persons for committing administrative offenses that brutally violate law and order (Article 24 of
the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses), as well as for deportation. The application of deportation
means the forced expulsion of a foreigner or a stateless person out of Ukraine on condition that they have
not committed an administrative offense. Deportation of foreign citizens and stateless persons should be
considered a measure of termination applied by the state, assuming that these persons violate the norms
and rules of the stay in the country.

It is worth mentioning that in some cases, foreigners and stateless persons may be banned from
leaving Ukraine. This concerns:

— when a person is notified of suspicion of committing an offense or the case is being considered
by an authorized body (official);

— when a person is convicted of a criminal offense — until serving the sentence or being released
from the sentence;

— when the departure of a person contradicts the interests of the national security of Ukraine - until
the termination of the circumstances preventing the departure (for example, the fulfiliment of property
obligations) [11, p. 74].

The possibility of applying such measures of administrative influence can be explained by the
absence of a specific legal connection with the country of residence for foreign citizens and stateless
persons.

Differentiation of administrative responsibility occurs when an administrative offense is committed
by persons who are participants in administrative proceedings in a case of an administrative offense. This
category of natural persons includes: witnesses, eyewitnesses, experts, specialists, lawyers, legal
representatives and representatives. Provisionally, the application of certain types of administrative fines
and their amount can be attributed to the features that affect the differentiation of the administrative
responsibility of a natural person for committing an administrative offense.

It should be marked that the legislator provided for the application to a minor, who committed an
administrative offense between the ages of sixteen and eighteen, not of administrative penalties, but of
measures of administrative impact (Article 24-1 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses),
which have disciplinary and preventive nature. The provisions regarding the application of administrative
arrest (Article 32 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses) and arrest with detention at the
guardhouse to women who have committed administrative offenses (Article 32-1 of the Code of Ukraine
on Administrative Offenses) remain quite controversial.

Yes, administrative arrest cannot be applied to pregnant women, women with children under the
age of twelve (the question immediately arises, why could the child's age limit not be increased to sixteen? —
the author's opinion), to persons who have not reached the age of eighteen, to disabled persons of the first
and second health groups. Therefore, if the violator is a woman who does not “fall” under these
requirements, then this person can be subject to administrative arrest for a period of up to fifteen days (for
example, minor hooliganism — Article 173 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses). The
legislator allows for the application of this administrative penalty to male and female individuals (with the

185



Oleksiy Ostapenko

exception of military administrative offenses) in the Articles 44, 51, 122-4, 123, 173, 173-2, 178, 183-2,
185, 185-10, 187, 204-1 of the Code of Ukraine on Administrative Offenses.

Now let’s return to the administrative penalty provided for in the Article 32-1 of the Code of
Ukraine on Administrative Offenses “Arrest with detention at the guardhouse”, which cannot be applied to
female military persons. We believe that this “differentiation” of administrative responsibility in relation to
the first group of female offenders is to some extent discriminatory in nature, which negatively affects the
jurisdictional activity of the judicial bodies of our country and stimulates the appeal of citizens to the
European Court for the Protection of Human Rights.

Conclusions. Summarizing, we believe that the issue of differentiation of liability for the
commission of an administrative offense is legally enshrined in the administrative legislation of Ukraine,
which allows the authorized bodies (officials) to apply measures of administrative influence to natural
persons — violators, taking into account the features provided by the legislation.

At the same time, the research on the impact of the differentiation of the administrative liability on
the state of legitimacy and implementation of the tasks provided for in the Article 1of the Code of Ukraine
on Administrative Offenses remain relevant.
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JUOEPEHIIAIIA BIJITIOBIJAJBHOCTI 3A BUMHEHHA AAMIHICTPATUBHUX
ITPABOIIOPYIIIEHb

OTtpumanHsi YKpaiHOIO cTaTycy “nep:kaBHM — KaHIuAaTa” KpaiH-ydyacHukiB €BpomeiicbKoro
Co1o03y, a TakoK BILJIMB i J0Jep:KaHHS Mi’KHAPOJIHOr0 3aKOHO/IABCTBA I0/I0 NIPaB i CBO0O/ JIIOAUHM 3HA-
YHOK MipOI0 JONMOBHIOE aAMIHICTPAaTHBHO-NPABOBHUIl cTaTyc rpoMaAsiH Hamoi kpaiHu. Parudikanis
YkpaiHcbKoI0 Jep:kaBoio €Bponeiicbkoi koHBeHUIl 3 mpaB moauHu (1997 p.) Ta iHMIMX, NOB’sI3aHHX i3
npaBaMM i cBo00JaMH Mi>KHAPOJIHUX HOPMATHMBHO-NPABOBUX AKTIB, BiIKPU/IA HOBMIl eTanm y PO3BUTKY
HANIOHAJILHOT IOPHANMYHOI HAYKH, 0CO0JIHBO 1010 3aXUCTy npaB ¢izuyHux ociod [1, ¢. 15-32].

IcHyroui B agMiHicTpaTUBHO-NPABOBiH HAYL NIAX0AU y NUTAHHAX 3aXUCTY NMPaB 0CO0H, a TAKOK
NPO 3aCTOCYBAHHS /10 MOPYIIHUKA 3aX0/JiB NPHMYCOBOI0 BIUIMBY, TiCHO MOB’s13aHi 3 XapaKTePHCTHUKOIO
(piznyHOI 0cO0H AK YyYaCHUKA iCHYIOUMX B CYCHiIbCTBI aIMiHiCTPATUBHO-IPABOBUX BiIHOCHH.

3aznaumumo, mo po3aia 11 Koncerurynii Ykpainu mMicTuTh y co0i HeBHUYepnHuii nmepesik npas,
cB000/I T2 000B’A3KIB JIOAMHY i rpoMaasinuHa [2]. 3akoHOAaBelb TAKOK BHKOPHCTOBYE TepMiH “ocoda”
3 MeTOI0 KOHKpeTH3auii inauBiayaabHocTi (isnyHoi ocodu Ta il NpaBoBOro cratrycy 3 NO3HaAYEeHHSIM Ha-
JIeKHMX iioMy o3HaKk. BoiHouyac HasiBHICTh TepMiHiB, 10 XapaKTepu3yIOTh aJAMiHiCTPAaTHBHO-NIPABOBMIi
craryc ¢izmuHoi ocodm, 3aB:KIH MOTPedye 3’ sICYyBAHHS CHIBBiTHONIEHHS] MiK TAKMMH TepMiHAMH, SIK
“¢izuuna ocoda”, “rpomagsHUH’, a TaKO:XK iX NMPaBOBHWIl BIJIMB Ha AudepeHUianio BigmoBizaasHOCTI
cy0’€KTiB, 10 BYMHAIOTH aAMiHICTPATHBHI NPAaBONMOPYLIEHHS.

Ko:keH i3 3a3Ha4YeHUX TepMiHiB Ma€ pi3Hi 32 06’ €KTOM i mpeAMeTOM T0CTiTKEeHHS TIyMadeHHs,
sIKi y 3araJibHOMY BUMIpi CBiZUaTh Npo icTopuyHMii, couiajbHUi, KyJIbTYPHUH Ta iHIII HAZ0aHHS JI0-
JHHH, 110 BOJIOAi€ cONiaibHO 00YMOBJIEHUMH, 2 TAKOK IHIMBITyaIbHUMHU SIKOCTSAMH, SIKi MPOABJISIOTHCSA
B iHTeseKTi, eMouisix i BoJii ocodu. IIpn xapakrepucTuui ¢izuuHoi ocodn BapTO 3a3HAYUTH BJIACTHUBI i
cycniJibHi 3B’AI3KH i BTHOCHHM, PHCH Ta SKOCTi, 1[0 MAaIOTH coliaJibHe Ta iHANBinyaabHe 3Ha4YeHHs. Lle
30KpeMa: 3AaTHiCTh MUCJIUTH i NpuiMaTH yCBiAOMIIeHi a He IHCTHHKTHUBHI pillleHHs; iHANBITYyaJBbHICTH
(ranant, ocBiTa, mpodecisi, ynogo0aHHsi TOINO); ¢B0601a, TOOTO MPaBO BUOOPY 3 HATAHHUX CYCHiILCTBOM
BapiaHTIB MoOBeliHKM, sika 3a0e3meuye peaJji3aunilo ocoducTHX iHTepeciB i He MOpyLIye NMpaB iHIIMX
cy0’ekTiB; BignoBinaabHicTh mepen cycniabersom [3, c. 630].

Bapro 3ayBa:kuTH, 0 MOHATTA “0c0da” i “ocoducTicTh” He € PiBHO3HAYHMMM MiK €00010,
0c00JIMBO B YACTHHI BM3HAYeHHS JIOJUHHU B AAKOCTi 0co0M. Y HAIIOMY BHNAJAKY MO)Ke WTHCH NpO
HEOCYAHICTh 0c00H, fiKa MiJ Yac BYMHEHHSl NPOTHUNPABHHMX Aiil 4yu Oe3aisinibHoOCTi OyJjia B cTaHi
HeOoCYIHOCTi, TO0OTO He MoOrja ycBigoMawBaTH cBoi Aii a00 KepyBaTH HUMHU BHACJIiIOK XpPOHiYHOI
AyLIeBHOI XBOPOOU, THMYACOBOI0 PO3Jiay AyUIeBHOI AiIbHOCTI, c;1a0oyMcTBA YU IHIIOT0 XBOPOOGJIMBO-
ro crany [4].

HasBHi y ¢izuuyHoi 0codu cycnijibHi Ta iHAMBIAYyaIbHI 03HAKM CBiTYATH NPO ii agMiHicTpaTuB-
HO-TIPABOBMIi CTATYyC, CYTHICTh SKOI0 MOJISITA€ Y 3aKpiNJieHHI HOpMaMHi aJMiHiCTPaTHBHOIO MpaBa MNo-
JIO)KEHHSI €y0’€KTa, sIke XapaKTepu3yeThesl Cy0 €KTHBHHMH NMPaBaMH, IOPUAMYHUMH 000B’SI3KAMH Ta
BiINmoOBiabHiCcTIO Cy0’€kTa y cepi mydaiunoro aaminicrpyBaunns [5, c. 405].

OT:ke, aKTYaJIbHOIO € XapaKTepUCTUKA Audepenuianii BiamoBigajabHocTi cy0’ €KTiB 32 BUHHEH-
HSl aAMiHIiCTPAaTHBHMX NPABONOPYILIEHb, AAMIHICTPATUBHO-NIPABOBHUIi CTATYC IKUX NEPEeBAKHO € acUMe-
TPUYHUM, OCKIIbKU IHAMBIya bHi 0CO0M IiI0TH Y Mexkax HaJaHMX iM npaB i cBoGoA.

Karouosi cjioBa: agMmiHicTpaTMBHA BiANOBiAaJALHICTH, aAMiHiCTPaTMBHE NPAaBONOPYIUIEHHS, TU-
(depenuiaunisi, rpoMaaHUH, JIOANHA, (i3UYHA 0c00A.
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