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SUMMARY

The questions arising in the institute of civil jurisdictionare, first of all, the issues of structural certainty of the entire judicia
Isystem, both in the judiciary and in the legal certainty of the legislation. Procedural legislation should serve as a simple guide, both
to the subject of appeal and to the court, so that judicial protection becomes an effective mechanism, and not an instrument by which
a person can avoid responsibility.

That is why the institution of judicial jurisdiction, as the main and first prerequisite of the right to judicial protection, should be
simple, logical and prevent misunderstandings in the process of implementing the right to a fair trial.

In this context, a study of the main stories in the institute of civil jurisdiction in the court of the first and appellate instance is being
conducted in view of the adoption of the new Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine.

Key words: civil process, civil procedural code, jurisdiction, types of civil jurisdiction, simplified lawsuit, minor cases, order
proceeding, separate proceeding.

HEKOTOPBIE AITEKTHI I'PAKJTAHCKOM IOPUCIUKIIUA
MEPBOW U ANIEJIISIIMOHHOW WHCTAHIIUI
IO HOBOMY I'PAXKJIAHCKOMY IPOIECCYAJIbLHOMY KOJEKCY YKPAUHBI

Tarbana CTOSIHOBA,
KaH/IUaT IOPUIMYCCKUX HAYK, TOLCHT,
JIOLIEHT Kaeaphl TPaXKIaHCKOTO Mpoliecca
HammmonaneHOTO yHEBEpCcHTeTa «OfeccKast OpUINICCKAs aKaIeMIsDh

Wnna WIJIHOIIOJI,
ACCUCTEHT Kadeaphl IPaykIaHCKOTO Ipolecca
HaumnonansHoro ynusepcurera «Onecckas opuudecKkast akaaeMus

AHHOTALUA

Bomnpockl, BO3HHKAIOIIUE B MHCTUTYTE IPaXkIaHCKON IOPUCAUKIHH, — 3TO, MPEXkKIE BCETO, BOMPOCH CTPYKTYPHON OINpeeIeH-
HOCTH BCEH Cy/1eOHOH CHCTeMBI KaK B CyJOyCTPOHCTBE, TaK M B IPABOBOM OINPEAEICHHOCTH 3aKOHOJATEeNbCTBA. [IporeccyanpHoe
3aKOHOJIATENBCTBO JJOJDKHO CIIY)KUTh MPOCTHIM MTOBOABIPEM KaK CyOBbEKTY 00KaloBaHMs, TaK U CyIy, 4TOOBI CyaeOHas 3aliuTa cTaja
JIEHCTBEHHBIM 1 Y((EKTUBHBIM MEXaHI3MOM, a HE HHCTPYMEHTOM, C TOMOIIIBI0 KOTOPOTO YeJIOBEK MOJKET H30eraTh OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

VIMEHHO TI03TOMY MHCTHTYT CyACOHOM FOPUCIUKIINY, KaK OCHOBHAS U IIepBasi IPEANOCHUIKA IPaBa Ha CY/ICOHYIO 3alHTY, JOJDKCH
OBITh IPOCTBIM, JIOTMYHBIM U [IPEIOTBPALIATh HEAOPa3yMEHHUS B IPOLIECCE PeaslM3aliii IpaBa Ha CIIPAaBEUIUBbIN CyI.

B TakoM KOHTEKCTE U IPOU3BOAUTCS UCCIICAOBAaHNE OCHOBHBIX HOBEJUI B MHCTUTYTE T'Pa’kJaHCKOM IOPUCAUKLIMU B CyJI€ IIEPBOH U
aneJUIILIMOHHON MHCTAHIIMY BBUY IIPUHATUSA HOBOIO I paXk1aHCKOTO MIPOLECCYaIbHOIO KOAEKCa YKPauHBbIL.

KurodeBbie ciioBa: rpaxJaHCKHi npolecc, rpaskAaHCKHH MpolieccyanbHblil KOAEKC, FOPUCIUKIINS, BUBI TPAXKTaHCKOH I0PUCINK-
1M, YIIPOLIEHHOE HCKOBOE IIPOU3BOACTBO, MaJIO3HAYUTEIbHBIE [IeT1a, IPUKA3HOE IPOU3BOJICTBO, 0CO00E IIPONU3BOCTBO.

Problem statement. In conditions
of the reformation and European
integration processes that are going on in
Ukraine, the question of updating civil
procedural legislation has become relevant
because the Draft Law «On Amendments
to the Economical Procedural Code of
Ukraine, the Civil Procedural Code of

Ukraine, the Code of Administrative
Justice of Ukraine and other legislative
acts», which was registered on the
23 of March 2017, was adopted on the
3 October 2017.

Relevance of research. Since the In-
stitute of Jurisdiction is a fundamental
condition for the realization of the right to

judicial protection, this article is an attempt
to analyze proposed changes in the said
below institution, in the context of approx-
imation of Ukrainian legislation to interna-
tional standards and in light of the updating
of the procedural legislation of Ukraine.
According to Art. 6 of the Convention
for the Protection of Human Rights and
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Fundamental Freedoms («the Conven-
tiony), everyone has the right to a fair and
public hearing of his case within a wise
period by an independent and impartial
tribunal established by law which resolves
a dispute over his rights and obligations
of a civil nature [1, p. 263]. In accordance
with the practice of the ECHR under the
notion of «court established by law», the
rules of jurisdiction also apply. The fol-
lowing decisions of the ECHR should be
mentioned in the justification of following
positions: 1. In the Sokurenko and Stry-
gunv Ukraine case of July 20, 2006, ap-
plications Ne 29458/04 and 29465/04, the
court repeats that, the phrase «prescribed
by law» extends not only on the legal ba-
sis of the very existence of the «courty,
but also the observance by such a court
of certain norms that regulate its activi-
ties. 2. In the judgment in «Zand against
Austriay, the Commission expressed the
view that the term «court established by
lawy, in article 6, paragraph 1, provides
for «the entire organizational structure of
the courts, including matters relating to
the jurisdiction of certain categories of
courts [2]. That is, it should be noted that
the right to judicial protection, as the pow-
er of the entity wishing to implement it,
depends on certain preconditions, among
which the primary is observance of the
rules of jurisdiction.

State of research. The distinction of
jurisdiction over cases is between different
competent authorities and courts, which is
the main practical problem encountered
by courts, but also those who go to court
to protect their rights, the question of the
correct interpretation of jurisdiction has
the same theoretical and practical value.
The problem is exacerbated especially
during the first period of the introduction
of new legislative provisions.

This article introduces an attempt to
combine the views of the main theorists
in the civil process with regard to the con-
cept and types of jurisdiction, and practi-
tioners faced with the problems of separa-
tion different types of jurisdiction in the
conduct of legal proceedings.

At the dissertation level, problems of
the jurisdiction of civil, economic, and
administrative courts were investigated,
for example, L.S. Anokhina, S.S. Vasiliev,
0.V. Kolisnik, M.I. Cherlennyakom and
D.M. Shadur.

Questions of the jurisdiction of civil
courts were the subject of scientific de-

velopments by the author’s collectives
of the Kharkiv Process and Law School
under the general editorship of Pro-
fessor V.V. Komarova [3, p. 183-233;
4, p. 172—187]. Hryhoriy Volosatiy paid
attention to the concept of jurisdiction
and jurisdiction in the textbook «Civil
Process of Ukraine», who represented
the Odessa School of Law, exploring the
essence of concepts jurisprudence, com-
petence and jurisdiction [5, p. 165-180].
In the light of the discussion of draft
new procedural codes in Ukraine, since
March 2017, discussion among scien-
tists and practitioners about the provi-
sions of the proposed changes is beco-
ming relevant.

This research will be conducted tak-
ing into account the latest scientific and
practical publications, in particular, D.Sc.,
professor, head of the department of civil
law and the process of the National Acad-
emy of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of
Ukraine Svetlana Bychkova «The new
CPC of Ukraine: to be or not to be...» [6];
Doctor of Law, professor of the National
School of Judges of Ukraine, judge of the
Lviv Regional Administrative Court Volo-
dymyr Kravchuk «Methods of Solving Ju-
risdictional Problemsy» [7], Candidate of
Law, Associate Professor of the Civil Pro-
cedure, Judge, Secretary of the Plenum of
the High Specialized Court of Ukraine On
consideration of civil and criminal cases
of Dmitry Luspenkik «What should be
the ideal procedural code» [8], Candidate
of Law, the representative of Ukraine in
the Venice Commission Volodymyr Py-
lypenko «Evaluation Procedural Code of
Ukraine» [9], etc.

The purpose of the article and the
research — is to study the main changes
in the institute of civil jurisdiction in the
court of the first and appellate instances,
which took place with the adoption of the
new Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine (the
CPC), taking into account the practice of
the ECHR in interpreting the provisions
of the Convention regarding the term
«court established by law».

In accordance with the aim of the
study, the following research objectives
were set:

— to explore the concept of civil juris-
diction;

— to analyze some innovations of the
civil procedural code of Ukraine concern-
ing civil jurisdiction in the first and in the
appellate instance;
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— to submit proposals for improving
the provisions of the civil procedural code
of Ukraine regarding civil jurisdiction.

Presentation of the main material.
For a fundamental study of this prob-
lem, one should stop on the definition of
the concept of jurisdiction. The doctrinal
concept of jurisdiction is not the purpose
of this article, but to form the appropriate
context from which the main changes in
legislation will be investigated, the con-
clusion of such a concept should be con-
sidered extremely necessary.

Unfortunately, neither Chapter 2 nor
other norms of the current CPC of Ukraine
(till the introduction of the new CPC) do
not contain the definition of civil jurisdic-
tion, but use the term jurisdiction of the
courts to consider civil cases. In the new
CPC of Ukraine, civil jurisdiction, as well
as in previous legislation, is interpreted
through a range of cases that are subject
to review in court. In contrast to previous
legislation, the CPC in 2017 introduces
the following classification of types of
jurisdiction: substantive, subjective, in-
stance and territorial (jurisdiction). This is
a novelty of the current CPC, but it is not
a definition of jurisdiction at the legisla-
tive level, therefore, in order to define the
concept, such a term should be subjected
to scientific analysis.

Many authors agree that the term civil
jurisdiction has the same meaning as the
subordination that was used by previous
legislation [10, p. 29, 189]. Due to the fact
that jurisdiction, as the authority for the
consideration and resolution of disputes, is
understood as the jurisdiction of the court,
state bodies and bodies of local self-gov-
ernment, etc., it should be considered in a
broad and narrow sense. In a broad sense,
civilian jurisdiction should be understood
as the powers of all state and non-state
bodies, officials in the consideration and
resolution of civil disputes. The notion of
civil jurisdiction in the broadest sense, as
well, should include the jurisdiction of the
court, other state bodies for the considera-
tion of civil disputes, notarial defense, etc.
In the narrow — civil jurisdiction should be
considered as the authority of courts for the
consideration of civil cases under the rules
of civil procedural law. Without going into
a long discussion, it should be proposed to
use the term «judicial civil jurisdiction» to
determine the jurisdiction of the civil court.
The introduction of such a term is appro-
priate since the provisions of exclusive
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jurisdictional jurisdiction have already un-
dergone changes at the constitutional level,
art. 124 changed the exclusive nature of
judicial jurisdiction, to alternative, in cas-
es determined by law [11]. That is, it will
provide an opportunity to separate the ju-
dicial jurisdiction from non-judicial forms
of protection, and immediately specify its
substantive component.

But, returning to the goal of the study,
it should be emphasized that in the context
of this article, civil jurisdiction (subordi-
nation) will be considered in the narrow
sense, as the competence of courts for the
consideration of civil cases, which are
considered by the court according to the
rules of the CPC of Ukraine, than sepa-
rates from criminal, economic and admin-
istrative jurisdiction.

The first innovation in the institute of
civil jurisdiction is its division into types:
substantive and subjective jurisdiction
(§ 1 Chapter 2 of the CPC), instantiation
(§ 2 Chapter 2 of the CPC) and territorial
(jurisdiction) (§ 3 Chapter 2 of the CPC).
The caution is the introduction of the term
«subject jurisdiction», since such a term
implies the introduction of a «subjective
qualification» when referring a case to
civil jurisdiction, which is not seen in the
content of the article. One can assume that
the legislator under the term «subjective
jurisdiction» points out p. 8: which states
that the courts are considering cases on
appeals against arbitral tribunals, the is-
suance of enforcement orders for enforce-
ment of arbitral tribunals, the challenging
of decisions of international commercial
arbitration, as well as on the recognition
and granting of permission to execute de-
cisions of international commercial arbi-
tration, foreign court, bearing in mind that
the subjects of appeal contest in this case
the actions of the relevant actors — the ar-
bitral tribunal, International Commercial
Arbitration and Foreign Courts. However,
one should not agree with this position
of the legislator, since the criterion of the
subject, as the separation of competence
in the consideration of cases, is essential
in the division into types of court juris-
dictions. So, according to Volodymyr
Kravchuk: according to the subjective
criterion, civil, economic and administra-
tive jurisdictions are distinguished. Eco-
nomic affairs arise between legal entities
and entrepreneurs, as well as the creation
and termination of legal entities (corpo-
rate disputes), and administrative — with

the participation of the subject of power.
All other cases are resolved in the order of
civil proceedings.

It can be assumed that the legislator
submits to the subject competence the
special subjects, as well as the arbitration
courts, the international commercial arbi-
tration and the foreign court, in accord-
ance with paragraph 8, but such a con-
struction is rather complicated.

However, the introduction of the con-
cept of subjective civil jurisdiction imme-
diately recalls the criterion of the subject
of power in administrative jurisdiction.
Therefore, such a concept introduces more
confusion in terminology. One must agree
with Dmitry Luspenkik’s opinion that the
ideal procedural code should be charac-
terized by a certain systemic, consistensy,
interconnected and unified norms both in
the Civil Procedure Code itself and in re-
lation to other procedural codes [8].

In addition, it should be noted that in
his work «Civil Procedure Course» Evg-
eny Vaskovsky noted that the department
of each individual civil court is deter-
mined from three parties: a) the law spec-
ifies which categories of civil cases are
subject to this type of court, that is, objec-
tive, substantive competence of judges, or
tribal jurisdiction, jurisdiction according
to the nature of cases; b) The law deter-
mines which of the procedural actions has
the right to execute this court, that is, it
defines its functions. This is a functional
competence; ¢) The competence of each
individual court is determined in relation
to the space, limited to known parts of the
state territory. Such a spatial delineation of
the competence of judicial institutions is
called personal or subjective competence,
or jurisdiction [12, p. 29, 189]. There is
a certain similarity between the classifica-
tion of types of judicial civil jurisdiction,
but the term «subjective» jurisdiction, the
author, points out, taking into account the
meaning of the personal jurisdiction of a
particular territorial court, that is, territo-
rial jurisdiction, which is understandable
and logical.

The second innovation concerns the
changing of the content of the order and
the proceedings. Not touched on the is-
sues that were the subject of discussion
in scientific and practical circles [6, 9]
with respect to such valuation categories
as «the collection of small sums of mon-
ey, as a criterion for cases to be consid-
ered in the writ order», «for which there
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is no dispute or its presence is unknown
to the applicant «; «Minor cases», «cas-
es of negligible complexity», since such
concepts require legislative clarification
or in the first months of the application
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, judicial
explanations, I would like to propose the
following considerations.

Not touched on the issues that were the
subject of discussion in scientific and prac-
tical circles [6, 9] with respect to such valu-
ation categories as «the collection of small
sums of money, as a criterion for cases to
be considered in the orderly order», «for
which there is no dispute or its presence is
unknown to the applicanty; «casesy, «cases
of negligible complexity», since such con-
cepts require legislative clarification or in
the first months of the application of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, judicial expla-
nations, [ would like to propose the follow-
ing considerations.

So, in relation to the cases of order-
ing proceedings and the absence of a
dispute or lack of information about its
existence to the applicant. It seems that
the abandonment of the applicant’s right
to indicate the lack of information about
the existence of a dispute about the right —
is the abandonment of space for abuse of
procedural law.

Concerning introduction of classi-
fication of proceedings in general and
simplified. So, according to Part 4 of
Art. 19 of the CPC of Ukraine simplified
proceedings is intended for consideration
of minor cases, cases arising from labor
relations, cases of small complexity and
other cases for which the priority is a
quick solution of the case. Also, without
paying attention to the issues of valuation
of «minor cases», we draw attention to
the non-selective approach of the legisla-
tor in assigning all labor disputes to the
category of minor cases, especially tak-
ing into account the criterion specified in
paragraph 2, part 4 of Art. 18 of the CPC
of Ukraine, which states that the general
proceedings are intended for considera-
tion of cases which, due to complexity or
other circumstances, are not expedient to
consider in a simplified proceeding. Such
categories of cases as disputing dismiss-
al (in all its variants — from changing the
wording of the dismissal, payment for the
time of forced absenteeism before resum-
ing work), termination of an employment
contract, etc. — is one of the most difficult
categories of civil cases.
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Regarding the instant of jurisdiction.
Innovation, which causes a lot of remarks,
was the granting of the appellate authority
the power to consider civil cases, as courts
of first instance.

The art. 23 of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine provides that all cases
that are subject to a decision in civil pro-
ceeding should be considered by the local
general courts as courts of first instance,
except for cases determined by parts two
and three of this article.

Part 2 of Article 23 of the CPC es-
tablishes that cases concerning appeals
against decisions of arbitration courts,
appeals against decisions of international
commercial arbitration, and the issuance
of enforcement orders for the enforcement
of decisions of arbitral tribunals shall be
considered by appellate courts as courts of
first instance at the place of consideration
of the case by an arbitral tribunal (at the
location of arbitration).

This situation creates misunderstand-
ing — why load the appellate courts with
cases that were handled by the courts
of first instance, and then the Supreme
Court as the court of cassation, in which,
according to Part 2 of Article 24 of the
Civil Code of Ukraine, the Civil Code of
Ukraine obliged to review in Appeal court
decisions of appellate courts, adopted by
them as courts of first instance.

There are still many outstanding is-
sues that require further study at the In-
stitute of Civil Jurisdiction, as well as the
territorial issues, which would be more
logical to name subjectual jurisdiction,
but within the stated limits it is necessary
to proceed to the specification of the ob-
tained analytical provisions.

Conclusions. It is proposed to intro-
duce a term such as judicial «civil jurisdic-
tion», which is the competence of the court
for consideration of civil cases in accord-
ance with the rules of civil procedural law,
in order to specify the place of civil juris-
diction in the system of protection of civil
rights. Such a definition makes it possible
to separate the civil jurisdiction of the court
from the civil jurisdiction of other jurisdic-
tions, and has a characteristic of the sub-
stantive competence component.

The term «subjective jurisdiction» has
became critical. It raises comments, the
introduction of subjective qualifications
in the allocation of substantive jurisdic-
tion, which, according to the content of
Art. 19 CPK of Ukraine is not seen, but it

resonates with the notion of the subject of
power, as a criterion for the demarcation
of civil and administrative jurisdictions.

It is inappropriate in the orderly pro-
cedure to leave the right of the applicant
to indicate the lack of information about
the existence of a dispute on the right, as
it will lead to delaying the process through
the application of the mechanism of or-
dering proceedings.

The logical classification of labor dis-
putes into the category of «minor cases»
does not seem logical, because of the pres-
ence in such a category of complicated en-
tities for carrying out the proceedings and
their requirements, the number of evidence
and the prospects for changing claims.

It is unclear the innovations of the leg-
islator on the consideration of cases at first
instance by the appellate court on appeals
against decisions of arbitration courts, the
challenging of decisions of international
commercial arbitration, the issuance of
enforcement orders for the enforcement
of arbitration awards, and it is proved that
such a provision in the future may bring to
the overload of the Supreme Court court
as a cassation instance.
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COOTHOHMEHHUE YACTHBIX
N NMYBJINYHO-ITPABOBbBIX HAYAJI
B PEI'YJIMPOBAHUU I'PAKJIAHCKOM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH OPI'AHOB
TOCYJIAPCTBEHHOM BJIACTH

Oasra TEPE®EHKO,
acTMpaHT Kadeapbl TpaskIaHCKOTO TpaBa U MpoIiecca FOPUINIEcKoro GaKyIsreTa
JIbBOBCKOIO HAIIMOHAJILHOIO YHUBEpcUTeTa UMeHU VBana dpanko

AHHOTAIUSA

CraTbsl NMOCBSIEHA HUCCICAOBAHMIO COOTHOIICHUS YAaCTHBIX M ITyONMYHBIX Hayall
B PEryJUpPOBAaHHU TPAXKIAHCKOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH OPraHOB IOCYAAPCTBEHHOW BIIACTH.
B pamkax cTarbH BBIIEJICHBI OCOOCHHOCTH MPAaBOBOI MPHUPOIBI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH Op-
raHOB FOCYAapCTBEHHOW BIACTH, MOMYEPKHYTa HEOOXOAUMOCTD YCTAHOBIICHHS €JHHOTO
MO/IX0/1a JUTA BCeX CyOBEKTOB YacTHOTO MpaBa, a Takke CHOPMYIHPOBAHBI KPUTEPUH
pa3rpaHUYCHHS IPABOBON MPUPOIBI IPABOOTHOIICHHUH 110 BO3MEIICHUIO BPE/a, IPHIH-
HEHHOTO TOCYapCTBY.

KurroueBble cioBa: rpaxI1aHCKO-TIPaBOBasl OTBETCTBEHHOCTh, OXPAHUTEIBHBIE OT-
HOIIICHUS, YaCTHO-TIPaBoBast cepa, myOnInaHo-TpaBoBast cepa, ToCyaapcTBO.

CORRELATION OF PRIVATE AND PUBLIC LEGAL
FOUNDATIONS FOR REGULATION OF THE CIVIL LIABILITY
OF PUBLIC AUTHORITIES

Olga TEREFENKO,
Postgraduate Student at the Department of Civil Law and Process of Law Faculty
of Ivan Franko National University of Lviv

SUMMARY
The article is devoted to the correlation of private and public foundations in regula-
tion of the civil liability of public authorities. The article highlights the peculiarities of
the legal nature of the liability of public authorities, emphasizes the need to establish the
same approach for all subjects of private law, and sets out the criteria for distinguishing

the legal nature of legal relations for compensation of harm caused by the state.
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IIOCTa]—lOBKa npodiaembl. He-
00XOMMOCTb  yCTaHOBJICHUS

MIPaBOBOM MPUPOIBI BO3MELICHUS] Bpeaa
MIPUIMHEHHOTO OpraHaMH TOCYJapCTBEH-
HOM BIJIACTH, CBsI3aHA ¢ HEOOXOIMMOCTHIO
OTIpEIeNICHNST MECTA 3TOTO 0053aTENbCTBA
B CHCTEME TIpaBa, a TaKke HeoOXommmo-
CTBIO BBISICHEHHUS CYITHOCTH 3TOTO IOHS-
THSL C LENbI0 BHEAPEeHUs 3()(PEKTHBHOTO
peryaupoBaHus B OyayILleM U yCTPaHCHUS
CYIIECTBYIOIMX HEJJOCTATKOB.
CocrosiHue ucciaenopanus. B oreye-
CTBEHHOW Hay4yHOM sureparype copmu-
pOBAJIMCh JiBa MOAXOAA K OIPEICIICHUIO
MPaBOBOM MPUPOJIBI TPABOOTHOLLICHHUH 110
BO3MEIICHHUIO BPE/ia, & MMEHHO YacTHO-
MPaBOBOH U MyOIUYHO-TIPABOBOMA.

YacTHO-TIpaBOBOH moaxox (Tpa)iaH-
CKO-TIPAaBOBOM IO/IX0Z) OIpeJessieT OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTb OPraHOB TOCYAapCTBEH-
HOMH BJIACTH KaK Pa3HOBHIHOCTb IPAXKIaH-
CKO-IIPaBOBOH 00s13aHHOCTH TOCYIapCTBa
BO3MECTHUTH BpE]] HE3aBUCHMO OT cepbl
ee TPUUUHEHHUs. DTOT MOMAXOJ paccMa-
TPHUBAET TOCYAAPCTBO HE KAK OTAEIBLHOTO
CyBepeHa 3aIIUIIEHHOT0 IMMYHHUTETOM, a
B Ka4eCTBE IOPUIUUECKOTO JIUI[A, KOTOPOe
MMEEeT CBOMX IPEACTaBUTENEH — OpraHbI
TOCYAapCTBEHHOM BJIAaCTH U Trocynap-
CTBEHHBIX CIyXamux. VIMeHHO cyxeHHe
UMMYHHTETa TOCyAapcTBa U OypHOe pas-
BUTHE HJEH IpaB dYesioBeKa OOYCIIOBHIH
HOMY/ISPHOCTh YaCTHO-IIPABOBOTO  II0JI-
xona. IlpeacraBurensmMu 3TOH TeopuH



