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Abstract: This article focuses on the study of the principles established in the Administrative
procedure process code of the Republic of Kazakhstan. This code is a new document for our country.
Scholars in the field of administrative law have different views on administrative procedural principles.
All of them are based on the basic principles of the organization and functioning of Executive authorities
in the administrative process. Principles as the most important social phenomenon for the state should
reflect the basic, objectively necessary and stable laws and distinguish them from other types of legal
acts. Thus, the administrative principles of judicial proceedings are the basis of the entire administrative
judicial system and its individual institutions. Non-compliance or improper compliance with the
principles in administrative court proceedings is the basis for recognizing decisions, actions and judicial
acts as illegal. Non-compliance with or improper implementation of these principles in administrative
proceedings and administrative proceedings is the basis for recognizing decisions, actions and judicial
acts as illegal.

It also considers the need to comply with the principles of administrative proceedings, as well as
the possible consequences of their non-compliance and neglect. In the described article, | reveal the need
for responsible and strict compliance with all the principles of administrative proceedings, at all stages of
the trial. Moreover, the article reveals not only the procedural duty of courts to comply with the
principles, but also the parties to administrative proceedings, and also addresses the issues of possible
abuse of rights, under the imitation of the exercise of their rights, in which the principles of legal
proceedings are enshrined.

Keywords: principles of law, administrative procedural and procedural proceedings, principles of
administrative proceedings, combination of collegial and individual consideration of cases, transparency,
competition, dispositivity, efficiency.

The word «principle» (Latin: principium — beginning, foundation, first cause, origin[1])
has many meanings. The explanatory dictionary of V. I. Dahl gives the following definition of
the principle: «Scientific or moral foundations, rules, foundations that do not deviate from»[2]. A
slightly different interpretation of the principle is contained in the dictionary of the Russian
language by S. I. Ozhegov: «The basic starting position of theory, education, worldview and
theoretical programs; beliefs, perspectives, the main features of a device»[3]. Based on the given
definitions of the term «principle», we can say with confidence that in whatever sphere this term
is used, it will certainly mean some basic, fundamental concept (idea) that will permeate this
sphere.

The principles of law are the basis of any branch of law and the legal system as a whole.
Even the Romans knew the Maxim: «Principium estpotissima pars cuiuque rei» [4].

Problems about the role of the principle of law in the scientific literature are interpreted
differently depending on the type of legal thinking. In correlation with legal thinking, theoretical
and practical issues of legislation and law enforcement, including the legal essence of the
principles of law, will be predetermined.

Therefore, S. S. Alekseev interprets the principle of law as the first normative and
dominant principle of law, which determines its content, its foundations and affects the laws of
public life in it. The principles permeate the law, revealing their content in the form of the first
cross-cutting ideas and their main principles, regulations and guidelines [5, p. 102].

From this we derive instructions on the principles of administrative procedure - their
direct effect, specific rules. However, in any case, they are not issued in the form of declarations,
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but rather serve as their «supporting structure», with the help of which the entire system of
administrative procedural rules is built and formed. The procedural principles are intended to
serve as a guide for law enforcement officials, as well as (very importantly) for law enforcement
officials.

The second feature is versatility. Thus, the principles of the administrative process of law
allow us to understand and realize the need to improve the law on administration and procedures.
They should be taken into account when developing new, more progressive rules for
administrative proceedings.

The third feature is the hierarchy of the principle. There are at least three «levels» in the
field of administrative principles. First, General legal principles and General principles of
administrative law. Second, the principles of the administrative process. Finally, the actual
principles of administrative procedures. Each subsequent layer «follows» the previous layer, but
at the same time introduces a new one that reflects the details of the «narrowing» regulatory area
[6, p. 126].

Consequently, the principles of administrative process Express the legal views of modern
society and the state, as well as the goals, methods and means of the activities of the bodies for
authorizing and courts for reviewing and resolving administrative cases.

The principles of the management process can be divided into two groups: 1) General
legal principles, including constitutional principles (legality, national language, democracy, etc.);
2) Industry-specific principles, which are ideas of regulation and guidance enshrined in the rules
of law relating to governance and procedures.

Because the Constitution RK is a legal base for the entire legal system, it is necessary to
allocate the constitutional principles of the administrative process that directly enshrined in the
Constitution, and, therefore, affect the whole system of administrative-procedural norms. To the
constitutional principles of administrative-jurisdictional process apply principles of justice only
by courts (paragraph 1, article 75 of the Constitution), the independence of judges and their
subordination to the law (paragraph 1 of article 77 of the Constitution), equality of the parties
(paragraph 1 of article 14 of the Constitution); administrative and regulatory procedures are
characterized by the principles of legality and the principle of equality of all persons before the
law.

The administrative procedure and procedure code of the Republic of Kazakhstan
(hereinafter referred to as the APPC) includes thirteen principles of administrative procedures
and administrative proceedings (articles 5-17). According to their direct purpose, they can be
divided into General, administrative and procedural principles.

The principle of legality, as one of the main General legal principles, is characteristic of
the work of any subject of public relations. Legality is the basis of normal life in a civilized
society and guarantees the interests of citizens and equality before the law [7, p. 167]. Without its
observance, it is impossible to build a true legal state based on the will of a truly functioning
civil society. Therefore, the provisions on legality are declared at the highest level - in the Basic
law. According to article 34 of the Constitution of Kazakhstan, «everyone is obliged to observe
the Constitution and legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan...»[8].

In studies of the General theory of law, the principle of legality is understood as the
principle of law, which is a strict and unwavering adherence to the democratic system of society,
all subjects of legal communication and by-laws. Subjectivity, consisting of full and practical
implementation of requirements, proper, rational and effective application of rights. Excludes
minor arbitrariness in the activities of state bodies and authorities [5, p. 104].

In our view, the universal nature of this principle makes it possible to extend this action
to all stages of the trial and to all participants in the trial. If the claims of the person participating
in the court or court proceedings are in accordance with the law, a fair trial may be conducted on
the basis of the provisions of the law. Thus, this indicates the existence of a specific situation,
and not that it should be unacceptable and should be confirmed in accordance with regulations
(article 130 of the APPC RK).



In the scientific literature, there are different opinions about the content of the principle
of legality in legal proceedings. Some believe that the application of this principle lies in the
independence of judges and their subordination to the law [9]. Other - the content and limitations
of the principle of legality in a broader sense, the correct application of the law by the court in
the consideration and resolution of judicial disputes, as well as the rules of substantive and
procedural law in all subjects of procedural issues. It was suggested that the signs should be
confirmed by strict and precise compliance [10]. According to the latter position, the principle of
legality applies not only to the court as an accreditation body for dispute resolution, but also
autonomously to all participants in the judicial process and their actions.

Principle of justice. This principle freely applies to the rights and freedoms of
participants in administrative legal relations involving the application of fair punishment and
other administrative and legal measures of coercion that require appropriate application,
depending on the circumstances of the dispute. The principle of fairness seems to determine the
importance of ultra-legal administrative procedures performed by administrative bodies and their
personnel.

Justice is usually expressed through the opposite principle of equality [11, p. 217].

The principles of protection of rights, freedoms and legitimate interests are set out in
article 13 (2) of the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, article 8 of the universal
Declaration of human rights, article 14 (1) and article 6 (1) of the International Covenant on civil
and political rights. Accordingly, they guarantee judicial protection and the protection of human
rights and fundamental freedoms. When declaring the state's obligation to ensure that it exercises
its right to judicial protection, judicial protection must be fair, competent, complete and effective.

It is advisable to distinguish two aspects of the implementation of the principle of
integrity of judicial protection in administrative proceedings. 1) judicial protection must be
provided for all types of claims, including violations of the authorities and their rights by the
authorities. 2) theright to judicial protection is guaranteed by the state through an accessible
judicial body and national compensation in the form of national compensation for damage
caused by illegal actions (inaction) of the state. The judicial power must restore the violated
rights and legitimate interests of citizens and businesses, compensate for the damage caused, and
protect their rights and freedoms from unjustified restrictions or violations.

Principle of proportionality. The current principle of proportionality can be considered
as one of the most important principles for the application of administrative procedures. It
combines the principles of legality and convenience (rationality). In the case of a «good
intermediary» of law and principles of law, proportionality is a universal balance of all basic
legal phenomena, including the principles of interrelated procedures.

The application of this principle consists of three stages. The first step is to determine the
legitimacy of the selected tool. The second step is to confirm the suitability of these tools for
achieving the goal. The third is the (narrowly proportional) proportion of actions performed in
accordance with the goals achieved, the need for which is determined. Here, the administration
should make sure that the actions taken are not too «harsh» or too «soft». That is, on the one
hand, it does not impose unreasonable restrictions on the rights of citizens, on the other - it
allows you to achieve the desired results. The principle of proportionality applies only when the
law allows for administrative discretion [6, p. 133].

The principle of limits on the exercise of administrative discretion. According to
article 11 of the APPC RK, state bodies and authorities are obliged to exercise administrative
discretion within the limits established by the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan.
According to article 4 APPC RK administrative discretion - one of the possible solutions based
on the powers of government, evaluate their legality, within the purposes and restrictions
established by the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Its importance is maximized when there is no necessary regulatory framework for
resolving administrative disputes, when there are mandatory requirements for such regulation. In
such cases, administrative freedom is an effective means of addressing certain regulatory



shortcomings and contributes to a rapid, professional and appropriate response to changes in
public life.

In this case, administrative discretion functions as an element of objective necessity. This
is an important specific technical and legal tool for achieving the goal of legal impact.

At present, one of the things that requires special attention to the study of administrative
matters is not finding out the knowledge of ingenious inventions about the existence of legal
grounds is its own. The main element that is important for the possible use of discretionary
powers to allow some agencies the right to instructions under the laws of opportunity and in
some cases the addition of other contradictions.

The principle of priority of rights. According to article 12 APPC RK all doubts,
contradictions and ambiguities in the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan on administrative
procedures shall be interpreted in favor of the participants of administrative procedures.

The principle of the rule of law is one of the components of the system that guarantees
the right of participants to protection. The presence of irreparable doubts should prevent the
court from taking action.

The implementation of this principle is a prerequisite for bringing the rules of
administrative proceedings closer to the internationally recognized principles and norms of
international law, improving the quality of judicial acts adopted, as well as reducing the number
of appeals, disciplinary measures and Supervisory complaints. This helps to respect the law and
build confidence in justice.

The principle of protection of the right to trust. Legal expectation is a phenomenon
that has long been known in German public law [12]. It was developed in the 19th century. In the
practice of the Supreme administrative court of Prussia [13]. The principle prohibiting the
violation of legitimate expectations is that the person whose rights are affected by the decision
should not suffer from sudden changes in the views and policies of state institutions, and the
rights of such persons are compensated. The doctrine of legitimate expectations must work in
situations where existing legal norms, previous administrative practices, or other circumstances
(such as Agency promises) allow a legitimate person to trust certain legal consequences [14].
These requirements are part of the Federal law of the Federal Republic of Germany of 1976, part
2 of part 2 (Cancellation of illegal acts) and part 2 of part 49 (Cancellation of legal acts). It
seems to be reflected in the most concentrated way. However, the effect of this principle is quite
broad. The Federal Republic of Germany believes that people should be given the opportunity to
present their position at hearings if state authorities change their previous practice [13]. These
decisions also have a written justification obligation [15]. Unfortunately, kazakh legislation does
not establish a general provision for the protection of legitimate expectations or a specific
provision for the cancellation of adopted administrative acts.

The principle of prohibiting abuse of official requirements. The principle of
prohibiting abuse of official requirements (prohibition of superformalism). This rule prohibits
civil servants from requiring citizens and legal entities to comply with legal requirements,
including the rules of internal organizations, if this can be done without taking into account
administrative bodies. You can't just refuse permission to meet (unless, of course, the law
explicitly requires it). This principle has many purely procedural aspects. Therefore, at the
beginning of the procedure, you can not refuse to accept a document only if it is associated with
an obvious and correctable error in the document. When documents are issued to unauthorized
persons, the latter must be sent to the competent authority separately (not returned to the
applicant). A refusal to accept a document will not be accepted for consideration just because it is
easy to correct errors in it. Finally, the main conclusion to be drawn from this principle is that
refusal of the application (voluntary acceptance of other shortcomings) is not allowed only in the
context of a formal violation of administrative procedures.

The principle of presumption of reliability. According to article 15 APPC RK, when
implementing administrative procedures, it considers materials, objects, documents and
information provided by participants in administrative procedures to be reliable until the



authorities and authorities establish counteraction.

A literal interpretation of the term allows us to conclude that we have received official
information from the participants in the process, and its use guarantees a sense of honesty in our
actions. In other words, we can talk about assessing the reliability of such information - citizens
and other persons have the right to trust official information if it is not proven. In general,
authentication is the responsibility of participants to ensure that materials, objects, documents,
and information are accurate and that users are properly authenticated.

Participants in the process have the following rights when using materials, objects,
documents and information: a) expectations from other persons in relation to lawsuits and
decisions based on the assessment of the reliability of this information; b) request compensation
for damages resulting from the use of incorrect information.

Active role of the court. It should be noted that in General, the equality of the parties in
any judicial process can not be considered as a conflict between one party and the other and the
absolute passivity of the court. The process involves a certain activity of the court [16, p.10].
Thus, on the basis of paragraph 2 of article 16 APPC RK, the court is not limited to explanations,
statements and motions of the participants in the administrative process provided in their
deliberations, evidence of administrative cases and other materials, but all the situations de facto
important for the proper settlement of administrative cases, studying comprehensively, fully and
objectively. In accordance with paragraph 2 of article 33APPC RK fixed rule according to trial to
be determined by the assignment rule checks only at the request of the persons participating in
business, or at the initiative of the person.

In accordance with article 112 and 113 APPC RK, the court recognized the compulsory
attendance of participants in the administrative process and has the right to summon them to
court under threat of penalty if they fail to appear.

In Germany, there is a similar principle of administrative procedure, called the principle
of inquiry, established by article 86 of the administrative courts Act. In accordance with this
principle, the court is obliged not only to explain the rights and obligations of citizens, but also to
advise them, especially on the part of ignorant citizens, in the event of a formal error in court
[17, p.316].

In a French administrative court, a judge formally orders that information be passed to
the other party in order to take steps for investigation or special verification, such as an
investigation, additional investigation, or document request. The Council of state of France, the
highest body of administrative proceedings, considers administrative cases both in this case and
in cases of appeal and disciplinary punishment, and always provides the administration with
evidence in the case, as well as the reason for the decision being appealed [18, p.447-448].

Consequently, the principle of the active role of the court in administrative proceedings
means that it not only helps the applicant to assist the court in conducting a particular procedural
proceeding, but also serves as a judicial guide in this process.

The principle of reasonable time for administrative proceedings. According to article
17 of the APPC RK, administrative procedures, including the creation of certain procedural
procedures, will be completed within a reasonable time.

When determining a reasonable time, such circumstances reflect the legal and actual
complexity of the administrative case, the degree of use of procedural law and the fulfillment of
the procedural obligation in the administrative process. The measures taken, the sufficiency of
the procedure and the effectiveness of the court's actions are taken to speed up the consideration
of administrative cases.

The importance of this principle, in combination with or in conjunction with other
principles of administrative procedure, ensures that administrative disputes are resolved
accurately and in a timely manner and that judicial tasks are effectively performed within a
reasonable time frame. Guarantee and minimize the cost of funds and efforts of both the court
and the parties to the dispute. This situation requires that the parties review the case as soon as
possible, regardless of the court. In our opinion, it is unacceptable to postpone trials for months



or years, including preliminary ones, in order to create a new opposition to the opposing parties.

Currently, these conditions apply to the court when resolving cases arising from
administrative and other public legal relations (citizens or legal entities or individual
entrepreneurs). The difference in the terms of consideration of court cases of the same category
is primarily due to the complexity of their resolution. As already noted, in cases of challenging
normative legal acts, non-normative legal acts, actions (omissions) of authorities with the
participation of legal entities, as a rule, it is necessary to collect and evaluate more evidence and
establish more legal facts than in cases involving citizens.

To implement the principles of procedural economy in administrative procedures, it is
recommended to establish the following rules. 1) reasonable time should be understood the
period from the date of receipt of the application before the court decision, given the legal and
factual complexity of the claim process, conduct of participants, and the possible validity of the
lawsuit, an objective consideration of the case, making reasonable and impartial decisions. 2) the
administrative dispute must be considered within a reasonable time, but not more than 3 months.
The proposed rule provides the court, which has assessed the degree of complexity of
administrative proceedings, the opportunity to make decisions on it as soon as possible, without
exceeding the established limits, with the conscientious performance of their obligations by the
participants in the process. Do. At the same time, a violation of the principles of procedural
economy is when the court had the opportunity to consider a simple case in a short time, but
considered it wherever possible.

Conclusions: Relevance of the study of administrative procedures and principles,
identification of gaps in the regulation of relations between administrative bodies and
individuals, legal integration at the Federal and regional levels of uniform procedural rules for
the implementation of their functions by administrative bodies. Because of the lack and principle
of interaction with the public. This situation is the result of the inadequate legal safeguards to
ensure the realization of constitutional rights of citizens and organizations: priorities of the rights
and freedoms of man and constitutional obligations of the state to respect and protect these rights
(paragraph 2 of article 13 of the Constitution RK). The existing regulation of these important
issues by acts of varying legal force is fragmentary and incomplete, and is the result of each
Executive body setting its own rules of procedure. They often conflict with each other, which
makes a person consciously vulnerable. The inequality of the parties to administrative legal
relations is due to the nature of these relations, since these relations are characterized by the bad
faith of one of the subjects (administrative body). The resulting imbalance in the balance of
rights and obligations is a necessary element of administrative legal relations, the elimination of
which leads to the creation of a management and control tool, the implementation of its main
tasks and functions. Nevertheless, the inequality of the subject should not be expressed by the
arbitrariness of the authorities. And the main task of the state is to provide an individual with
appropriate legal remedies against abuse of power by the authorities.

At present, the level of legal protection of citizens in relation to state bodies requires the
development of effective mechanisms for the effective functioning of state bodies and ensuring
legal protection of citizens in the exercise of their rights. It is low due to the partial legal validity
of certain administrative actions.
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Tyiin: Bbyn makama Kaszakcran PecnyOnukachbiHBIH OKIMIIUTIK iC  KYPri3y KOIEKCIHJIE
OCNTUTCHTeH MPUHIMIITEP MICENENIepiH 3epTTeyre MaMaHAaHIBIPEUTFaH. byl Komekc Oi34iH emiMi3 yImiH
JKaHa KYKaT. OKIMIIUTK KYKBIK CaJlaCBIHAAFBl FaJIBIMIOAPIABIH OKIMIIUIIK IC JKYPri3y KaruaaliapblHa
OpTYpIIi Ke3KapacTaphl 6ap.

Omapnpiy  OapibIFbl  OKIMIIUTIK  MPOIECTETl aTKApyIIbl OWNIKTIH — YHBIMAACTHIPBLUTYbIMEH
KBI3METETYIHIH Heri3ri MpuHIUNTepiHe Herizaenred. Karnmanap MeMiekeT YIIiH €H MaHbI3Ibl QIEyMETTIK
KYOBITBIC pETIHIAE HETI3ri, OOBEKTHUBTI KaKeT MXOHE TYpPaKThl 3aHAapAbl OciHesemn, oiapabl Oacka
KYKBIKTBIK ~aKTiiep TypiepiHe HaxbIpaTysl KepeK. COHBIMEH, COT ICIH JKYPri3ymiH OKIMIIUTIK
MPUHIANTEPT OYKIT OKIMIIUIIK COT JKYHECIHIH, OHBIH JXEKEIereH WHCTHTYTTAPBIHBIH HETi3i OONbII
TaOBIIaIbl. OKIMIIUTIK COT ICIH XYPTi3yle KaFuJanaplblH CaKTalIMaybl HEMEce AYPHIC OPBIHIAIMAYHI
HIeTiMACP/], iC-OpeKeTTep/l JKoHE COT aKTUIepiH 3aHCHI3 JIeN TaHy YIIiH Heri3 Oombi Tadbmagbl. Ockl
KaFuJanapaslH OpBIHAATIMAaybl HEMECe THICIHIIE OphIHAAIMAyhl OKIMIILTIK iCKYPri3y JKoHE OKIMIIUTIK
ICKYprizy Ke3iHJe MenTiMaep i, ic-opeKeTTepIl KoHe COT aKTUIepiH 3aHChI3 Jel TaHy VIIiH HETi3 OObI
TaOBUIAIBL.

Conpaii-ak, oKIMIIUTIK iCKYPri3y KaFuaajJapblH CaKTay KaXKeTTUIIri KapacThIphUIaIbl, COHIal-aK
OJapApl caKTaMay MEH eCKepMey/IiH BIKTUMAaJ callaphl aimbuiaasl. CHnaTTainFad Makaiaga MeH COT iCiHiH
OapIbIK Ke3eHAepiH/Ie SKIMIIUIIK iC JKYPTi3yniH OapibIK MPUHIUITEPIH XKayalKepIIUTiK IMeH )KoHe KaTaH
cakTay KaKeTTUIiriH amambiH. COHbIMEH Karap, Oyl Oanra COTTapIblH FaHa eMec, COHBIMEH Karap
OKIMIIUTIK 1CXKYPTi3y TapanTapbhlHBIHIA IPOIECCYAIBIK MiHJETTEMENepl amblIFaH, COHBIMEH Karap
ONapABIH COT iCiH XYPTi3y NPUHIMNTEPI OEKITIIreH KYKBIKTApBIH JKY3€re achlpyAblH HMHUTAIUASICHI
Ke31HJ1e KYKBIKTap/Ibl TEpIC MaiianaHy Macenenepi KapacThIpbUIFaH.

Kiar ce3mep: KYKBIK Karuialapbl, SKIMIIUIK ic XYPri3y KoHE MPOIECCYAIbIK iC KYPTi3y,
OKIMILIUTIK ic KYPri3y KaFuAanapbl, iCTEpAl ajKaJbIK >KOHE KeKe Kapay[blH YHIECIMILIIri, allbIKTHIK,
0oceKenecTiK, TUCKPETTLTIK, THIMIILTIK.

AnHoTauus: JlanHas craTbd CHOELMANM3UPYETCs] HA M3YYEHHH BOIPOCOB IPHHLMIIOB,
YCTAHOBJICHHBIX B AZIMUHHCTPAaTHBHOM NpOLENypHO-TIpoLieccyaibHOM Kofekce PecryOnukn Kazaxcran.
JlaHHBIN KOJEKC - HOBBIM JOKYMEHT Ul Hallled CTpaHbl. YUYeHble B 00NacTH aAMUHHCTPATHBHOIO IpaBa
HUMEIOT Pa3Hble B3MNISAbI HA aIMHHUCTpPATHBHBIC NpoleccyabHbIE MPUHLUMUIBL Bce OHM OCHOBaHBI Ha



OCHOBHBIX TMPHUHIMIIAX OpraHU3alui W (YHKIUOHUPOBAHUS OPTaHOB WCIOJIHUTCIBHOM BIACTH B
aJIMHUHHUCTPATUBHOM Tipouecce. l[puHUMIBI Kak BaKHEWILEE COLMAIIBHOE SABIEHUE JIA TOCYIapCTBa
JIOJDKHBI OTpakaTh OCHOBHBIC, OOBEKTUBHO HEOOXOJMMBIC U CTAOWIBHBIC 3aKOHBI M OTJIMYaTh UX OT
JNPYTUX TUIIOB TPaBOBBIX aKTOB. TakuMm 00pa3oM, aMHHHCTPATUBHBIC MPUHIMITBI CyTOMPOU3BOICTBA
SIBIIIIOTCS. OCHOBOM BCEW aJMHHUCTPAaTUBHOW CyAcOHOW CHCTEMBI, €¢ OTACIbHBIX WHCTUTYTOB.
HecoOmtofieHne Wi HEHaJJIeKalee COOMIONCHUE MPUHIMIIOB B aJMHHUCTPATUBHBIX CyACOHBIX
Mpoleccax sIBIICTCS OCHOBAHUEM JUIS MPU3HAHUS PEIICHUN, ISHCTBUI U CylIeOHBIX aKTOB HE3aKOHHBIMHU.
HecoOnmrofeHre wim HeHaIeKaIee UCIIOTHEHUE 3THX MPUHIIMIIOB B aIMUHHCTPATUBHOM IIPOM3BOJICTBE
U aJIMUHHCTPATHUBHOM IPOU3BOACTBE SBIISIETCS OCHOBAHHMEM ISl MPU3HAHUS PELICHUM, NEHCTBUN H
Cy/IeOHBIX aKTOB HE3aKOHHBIMH.

Taxke paccMaTpuBaercss HEOOXOAMMOCTh COOJIONCHUS IPHUHIUIIOB  aJIMHHHCTPATHBHOTO
CYAOINPOM3BOJICTBA, a TaKXKE pPacCKpbIBalOTCA BO3MOKHBIE TMOCIEACTBUS MX HEUCIIOJIHEHUS U
npeHeOpexxeHus. B ommcaHHON cTaThe, MHOW pacKpbiBaeTcss HEOOXOAWMOCTh OTBETCTBEHHOTO U
HEYKOCHHUTEJILHOTO COOJIFOJICHUS BCEX MPUHIUIIOB aJIMUHUCTPATHBHOIO CYIONPOU3BOACTBA, Ha BCEX
CTaausax CyaeOHOro pasouparenbcrBa. bomee Toro, B craThe pacKphIBaeTCs HE TOJIBKO IPOIECCyalibHAS
005I13aHHOCTb CY/IOB IO COOJIFOJICHUIO TIPUHIIAIIOB, HO U CTOPOH aJMHHHUCTPATUBHOIO CYAOIPOU3BOJICTRA,
a TaK)Ke 3aTParkBarOTCs BOIPOCHI BO3MOKHOTO 3JIOYHOTPEOJICHUS ITpaBaMH, 10JI UMUTAIMEH peaiu3aiuu
CBOMX ITIpaB, B KOTOPBIX 3aKPEILJIEHbI TPUHIIUIIBI CYIOITPOU3BOJICTBRA.
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MPOMU3BOJICTBO, MPUHIMUIIBI aJMUHUCTPATUBHOIO CYIONPOU3BOJCTBA, COYETAHME KOJJIETMAJIbHOIO U
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