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STk Oaunmo, crajii MIaHyBaHHS HArajaylTh CTajii Mpu-
HHATTS aAMIHICTPAaTUBHUX aKTiB (IPAaBOBUX aKTIB yIpaBiiH-
Hs). TpaauuiitHo HAMOLIBII AOCHTIHKYBAHUM B IOPUAMYHIN
Hay1li OyB MOPSIOK PUIHATTS aIMIHICTPATUBHHUX AKTIB, IKUI
OTpHUMaB Ha3By aJMIHICTPAaTUBHOI MpPOLENYpH. 3 ypaxyBaH-
HSIM 1bOr0 (DakTy B MOAAJIBLUIOMY aHAJi3 AiSUIbHOCTI 3 IJIaHy-
BaHHS MOXKHa 3/1iHCHIOBAaTH 3 ypaXyBaHHSIM HOAiOHOCTEH 10
MIPOLCYPH NPUHHSTTS aIMIHICTPaTUBHUX aKTiB.

Jst 3’sicyBaHHSI IPaBOBOI MPUPOIH MPOLIEAYPH IUIAHyBaH-
HsI BOXKJIMBE 3HAYCHHSI M€ aHAII3 PE3yIIbTaTy, SKUH OTpUMaHHit
y MiICYMKY, — aKTy IulaHyBaHHs (IL1aHy). IIpote, BapTo 3a3Ha-
YHTH, 110 Cepe]] BUCHUX-aIMIHICTPATHBICTIB BXKe 0arato pokiB
TOYUTHCS JIUCKYCisl IMOJO0 CYTHICHOT XapaKTEPUCTUKH aKTiB
rranyBanHs. OfHI 3 HUX PO3DIAAAIOTH IUIAH K HOPMaTHBHI
aKTH, 1HIII 3apaxOBYIOTh aKTH IJIAHYBaHHS J10 IPABO3aCTOCOB-
HUX (IHOUBITyaJbHUX) aKTiB, TPETi — IO OCOOIMBOI YaCTHHU
IpaBa, 10 iCHye OKpiM HOpM mpaBa. HaiiGuibin oOrpyHTOBA-
HOIO BHIAETHCS MO3MILIS, 3T1JHO 3 SIKOIO TUIaHH, B SIKMX BHU3HA-
YeHi KOHKPETHI BUKOHABIII Ta CTPOKU BUKOHAHHS, 11030aBJIeHi
HOPMATUBHOTO XapakTepy. IM mpuramaHHI BCi O3HAKU NPaBo-
3aCTOCOBHMX aKTiB. Y HUX BKa3y€ThCs KOHKPETHHI ajpecart, €
MIPUITUC IIO/I0 BUMHEHHS OAHOPIAHUX, OHOKPATHUX i (3aX0-
IiB), 1X BUKOHAHHS [IPUITMHSE Ti0 IIHOTO aKTy. 3BUYAiiHO, aKTH

ITaHYBaHHS MOXKYTh MICTHTH B cOO0l i MPUITHCH, IPUTAMaHHI
HOPMATHBHUM aKTaM. Y TaKHWX BUIAJKaX MPONOHYETHCS 3apa-
XOBYBATH 1X JI0 KOJIa TaK 3BAHHUX CKIJIATHUX 32 IOPUIUYHOIO CH-
JIOKO aKTiB, SIKI MICTATh SIK IPABO3aCTOCOBHI, TaK 1 HOPMOTBOP-
9i mpunucy. TakuM YWHOM, KOHCTaTyeMO, IO TPEACTaBHUKH
aIMIHICTPAaTUBHO-TIPAaBOBOT HAYKH BB)KAFOTh AKTH ILIAHYBAHHS
PI3HOBHJIOM aIMiHICTPAaTUBHHX AKTiB.

BucnoBku. Orxe, JIOCHIIUBIIM OKpeMi  acCIIEKTH,
MOB’s13aHi 3 TPOIEAYPOI0 IUIAHYBaHHS: HOPMATHBHI 3aca-
I, TIPUHINIL, CTaii, — MOKEMO TIPHITYCTHTH, IO 338 CBOEIO
MPABOBOIO TMPHUPOJOI0 IUIAHYBAHHS € PI3HOBHIOM aIMiHi-
CTpaTUBHOI Ipouenypu, 3AIHCHIOBaHO OopraHaMy MyOaiuHOT
azMiHicTparii. Pe3ynbratoM Takoi JisSUIBHOCTI € TPUAHSATTS
aKTy IUTaHYBaHHS, KU 32 CBOIMH XapaKTepHCTHKAMH TMOJi-
OHUI 70 aJMIHICTpaTUBHUX akTiB. Pa3oM i3 THM BBaKaeMmo,
IO JUIs OJHO3HAYHOCTI BHCHOBKY OO MPABOBOI HPHPOIU
03HA4YCHOI MPOLEIYPH B MOJAJBIIOMY HEOOXIHO JIOCTIANTH
1 THIII aCTIEKTH JisUTLHOCTI OpraHiB myOIiYHOT aMiHiCTpallil,
oo ToB’s3aHa 3 IianyBaHHAM. Llle pa3 migkpecimoeMo, o
B YMOBax IOOYJIOBU B Jep:kaBi €(heKTUBHOI CUCTEMH aJMiHi-
CTPYBaHHS MHUTAHHS PAI[iOHATHHOTO BHKOPHCTAHHS JEpPIKaB-
HUMH THCTUTYIISIMH CBOiX pecypciB (MarepiajbHUX, KaJpo-
BHUX TOIIO) € aKTyaJbHUM Ta NEePIIOYEPTOBHUM.
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In this article regulatory conditions and nature of planning are investigated, principles of its implementation are defined. The planning stages
are considered. This analysis is done to determine the legal nature of the planning procedure.
Key words: public administration, forms of public administration, legal action, acts of planning.

Y cTaTTi AOCNimKYTECA HOPMATUBHI MEpPedyMOBY Ta CYTHICTb MaHyBaHHs, BU3HAYalTbCA NPUHLMNM OTO 3AiMCHEHHS. Po3rnsHyTo cTagii
nnaHyBaHHs. [JaHui aHania 34ifcHeHO 3 MeTOHo 3’iCyBaHHSA NPaBOBOI NPUPOAKN NpoLeaypy NiaHyBaHHS.
KnouoBi cnoBa: opraHu ny6niyHoi agmiHicTpauii, hopmu agisnbHocTi nybnivHoi agmiHicTpadii, opuanyHa npoueaypa, akti NnaHyBaHHS.

B cratbe wuccnepytoTcs HOpmaTMBHblE MPeAnoCbINKM W CYLHOCTb MIIaHMPOBAaHUS, OMPenensioTcs MNPUHUWMBLI €ro OCYLUECTBMEHMUS.
PaccmoTpeHbl ctagum nnaHMpoBaHus. [JaHHbIii aHanus ocyLEeCTBIEH C Lienbto BbISSCHEHWS NPaBoBOii Np1poAbl NPoLeAypbl NaHMPOBaHWS.
KntoueBble cnoBa: opraHbl MybnmyHon agMMHUCTpaumn, opMbl AEATENBHOCTY MyBNIMYHON agMUHUCTpaLMK, ropuanyYeckas npoueaypa,

aKTbl NNaHNpPOBaHUA.

Introduction. At present, administrative and legal science
issues administrative process and administrative procedures
are very relevant. Most scientists in administrative law area
attention is focused on clarifying the nature and content of
the concepts of «administrative process» and «administrative

procedure» limits their use. The great debate going on as to
distinguish these concepts. Actively investigates the theory
and practice of challenging actions (inaction) and decisions of
public administration. With modern achievements of adminis-
trative jurisprudence and European experiences is rethinking
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the postulates on the forms of public administration (executive
authorities and local self-government), including procedures
for decision-making.

In this context, the study justified the legal nature of the
decision of administrative acts as the main form of public ad-
ministration [1, p. 11-12]. At the same time the activities of
public administration is characterized by a multiplicity of its
forms and manifestations is not limited to the adoption of ad-
ministrative acts.

Analyzing the activities of the public administration are
often confronted with her actions that relate to the organiza-
tion and the performance of its tasks and functions in the fu-
ture, that is planning its activities. It should be noted that in
modern administrative law aspects of planning as a form of
legal procedures and planning as a result of acts are scarcely
explored.

Major achievements in this area related primarily to re-
search the legal representatives of Soviet science. The issue
of legal regulation of state planning analyzed in his writings
are known scholars of the Soviet period and today is O.K.
Kravtsov, O. Kutafin, A.F. Nozdrachov, A.S. Pashkov, I.N.
Roznatovskyy, I.S. Samoshchenko et al. In scientific studies
then necessarily paid attention to governance issues, its le-
gal regulation, enforcement activity of state bodies, includes
scheduling problems.

Of course, planning procedures could disappear from the
management, but for a long time, they have ceased to be a
subject of study members of the administrative sciences. The
current methodology, technology, methods and organization
planning got us in a positive experience of western market
economy macro corporation in the planning, design balance,
applications and business plans at corporations [2, c¢. 119].
Scientific substantiation requirements of legal regulation plan
as a kind of legal procedure, which is implemented by public
administration, due to the phenomenon of reception plan and
planning that are the heritage of Western jurisprudence, par-
ticularly administrative law in Germany [3, 4, 5].

In our time, issues related to the planning of the adminis-
trative activities of the public administration, as reflected in
their research work devoted primarily to problems of gover-
nance in the internal affairs [6, 7]. These issues are discussed
in the context of the analysis of management decisions, taking
public authorities [8, 9].

At the same time believe that the adoption of acts of plan-
ning is a form of public administration. After all, its main
purpose is the realization of their objectives to ensure the im-
plementation and enforcement of laws that in practice policy
decisions of political power in different fields and sectors of
public life. It is clear that the effectiveness of such activities
depends on the definition goals, order and sequence of activi-
ties, scope, deadlines, rational distribution of funds, etc., and
solved the issue by planning. In turn, the planning should be
done in an appropriate, necessary regulatory embodied man-
ner.

Problem. This article examines regulatory conditions and
nature of planning principles is determined and discussed its
implementation planning stage. This analysis was done to de-
termine the legal nature of the planning procedure.

Results. In the scientific literature and current legislation
procedures for the preparation, adoption and entry into force
of Acts planning (plans) is traditionally termed «planning»
and related management activities. Given the purpose of this
study specify that planning work is seen as a procedure that
is regulated by law and other regulations of the procedure,
consisting of a sequence of actions and aims to achieve legal
results [10, p. 186].

Among scholars and still no unity of opinion on the legal
nature of the planning procedure. Analysis of scientific lit-
erature allowed summarize expert opinions and highlight the
following points of view on the legal nature of the planning
procedure.

In Soviet science was the most common point of view, ac-
cording to which the plan was considered a form of administra-
tive procedures, the result of the implementation of which was
the adoption of a management decision as an act of planning.
Later was formed position, according to which planning was
considered a form of government that regulated administrative
procedure. Among the administrative and legal science was
thought according to which the plan was a manifestation of the
legal form of government, the result of which was the adoption
of the act of governance. In domestic administrative science
question of the legal nature of planning acts not specifically
studied, and therefore, their legal nature remains unclear.

In the order of the problem try to consider some issues
planning procedures which can later help solve the problem.

The current legislation there is no uniform standard es-
tablished procedure for the adoption of acts of planning. As a
result, the procedure for the adoption of planning regulations
set various regulations: both legal (e.g., the Law of Ukraine
«On regulation of urban development» of 17.02.2011 Ne 3038-
VI), and subordinate (Regulation of the Cabinet of Ministers
of Ukraine approved by the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
from 18.07.2007 Ne 950, procedure planning Customs Service
of Ukraine, approved by the State Customs Service of Ukraine
from 25.06.2007 Ne 530, provisions for planning and action in
case of accident during the transport of radioactive material
approved GKYAR Ukraine from 07.04.2005 Ne 38) . Type of
regulation that establishes planning procedure depends on the
kind of plan, its contents, industry and public administration
body that it takes. There are cases when these relations effec-
tively regulated non-normative acts of nature (guidelines for
drawing up the schedule of documentaries scheduled inspec-
tions of economic entities approved by order of the State Tax
Administration of Ukraine of 1.04.2011 Ne 190).

It is worth noting that, despite the title of regulations, their
content sometimes does not contain regulations that would
define the proper procedure for the preparation, adoption, ap-
proval, publication and entry into force of acts of planning.

In this context it is worth noting that the legislation of West-
ern European countries, this situation is excluded. All issues re-
lated to planning procedures are governed solely by laws. Yes,
the UK has legislation on planning. The mechanism of regula-
tion in Germany planning can be considered the most perfect. In
the Law on Administrative Procedures as amended on Septem-
ber 21, 1998, this is general in nature, the question of planning
well regulated, for example, building codes, laws relating to Air
Services Act highways and other legislative acts.

Reasoned proposal for a legislative act on the organiza-
tion and implementation of the plan were formulated in the
Soviet Union back in the 60s of the last century. Similar views
were expressed by domestic scholars in management and in
our time, but the issue remains unresolved to this day.

In order to clarify the nature and content of planning ac-
tivities of public administration should pay particular atten-
tion to the analysis of objective laws that are inherent in legal
activities — with planning, incorporation and implementation
of which ensures the quality and efficiency plans. They are
general in nature and are inherent in all forms of planning acts,
regardless of the subject [6, p. 552-555, 11, p. 277-278]. Here
are the most important ones:

The principle of scientific validity means that the devel-
opment of the act of planning should be based on a deep and
comprehensive analysis, taking into account the situation and
the real possibilities, next and future tasks of public admin-
istration. The scientific plans achieved: by collecting accu-
rate and complete information about the situation, objective,
comprehensive study and analysis of information, scientific
prediction (forecasting) based on analysis of information on
the state of governance in the past and present, and its future
status, suggesting timely response to expected changes in the
situation, the use of science and technology both in planning
and in the implementation of the measures outlined.

154



IOpuanunmnii HayKOBUH €1EKTPOHHUMN KypHAI

The principle of relevance means importance, materiality
measures involves the act of planning. Measures Work Plan
should be aimed primarily at addressing critical in need of an
immediate solution.

The principle of reality plans means that the Plan should
take into account the real possibilities of their implementation.
This is achieved by determining the optimal level of the body
of the public administration, a comprehensive account of re-
serves of time, effort and resources, possible changes in the
situation.

The principle of specificity requires that the act of plan-
ning clearly and clearly formulated problem facing public
administration, the measures to be implemented, the timing
of their execution and his agent or the person responsible for
implementation.

The principle of consistency in the act involves lack of
planning activities that would conflict with the plans of the
parent bodies of public administration and other plans of the
authority, as well as other measures of the same plan.

The principle of timeliness is aimed at successful imple-
mentation of the act of planning. Achieving the goals and
objectives identified plan must provide adequate training, the
necessary capabilities, their correct placement and use, which
is achieved only timely scheduling and bringing it to the per-
formers.

The principle informing about planning regulations mean
that should be chosen a style statement that would allow at
least possible physical and symbolic plan to lay the greatest
amount of information which will contribute to the successful
implementation of the plan.

Thus, having considered the principle of planning, we can
ensure that this procedure is carried out in accordance with
generally recognized principles that define the basic principles
of public administration. Implementation of the principles can
improve the performance impact of government agencies in
other members of administrative relationships.

Planning, as well as any other kind of public administra-
tion body is realized through the implementation of certain
proceedings, and transactions that logically and sequentially
changing each other — stages. Analysis of regulations that es-
tablish your decision planning regulations, in summary allows
distinguishing common to all manifestations of the planning
stage.

In the process of making planning regulations can be
roughly distinguishing five stages:

1) development task of preparing an act of planning;

2) collecting proposals to the Planning Act;

3) the preparation and coordination of project planning in-
tercourse;

4) making the act of planning and approval;

5) making available to the stakeholders act of planning.

At the first stage of the analysis of the problem situation
and defined the tasks for which the certificate will be pre-
pared and planning activities established body of public ad-
ministration. It identifies the weekend to plan performance.
At this stage it is important to choose from all the behaviors
one in which the targets will be the largest, and the costs of
resources — the least. By decision of the head of the public
administration body may be a working group on drafting the
act of planning.

The second stage of the procedure for preparing an act of
planning is to gather information for the preparation of the
draft plan. Information should be obtained from both internal
sources and flow to an organ of public administration from
other outside bodies and the public. The proposals should be
coordinated, reviewed and evaluated by project developers
plan.

The third stage is actually drafting within which propos-
als are processed stakeholders objectively defined and for-
mulated a plan objectives, and measures for their implemen-
tation, elected by the sequence of their execution. Establish

Responsibility, estimated time of implementation of measures
addressed other issues related to the preparation of project
planning act.

Coordination of projects is to define (determine, clarify)
the extent taken into account and used offers the results of pre-
vious, related, effective short-term or long-term instruments.

At this stage of the examination can be carried out the proj-
ect, which is an assessment of their internal (compliance of the
real political, economic and social situation, etc.) and external
quality (compliance with formal requirements).

This stage is the most time consuming and responsible
stage of the planning process.

At the fourth stage, the adoption of the act of planning that
is based on the procedure can be either individually or col-
lectively.

Prior approval must be: to assess whether the content and
number of planned activities this task, verify that followed le-
gality, or take into account scientific advice and best practice,
assess planned activities in terms of the requirements imposed
on them, to evaluate the uniformity of load distribution to
implement the action plan between the direct implementers,
specify the order and timing verification of each item plan,
anticipate slack.

Most common method of approval is an administrative
act administrative nature (regulations, orders, etc.). However
there may be other options, for example, by putting the head
of public administration body resolution «Approved» and the
signing of planning. According to the approval of the Planning
Act becomes legal value. The measures provided for it to be-
come binding on the relevant subjects.

The fifth stage — bringing to the attention of stakeholders
act of planning — the responsibility of the public administra-
tion body to take measures to bring the act of planning to di-
rect performers.

In control theory proof plan to direct perpetrators generally
not included in the planning process, which ends with the ap-
proval of the plan. Turning to the category management cycle,
the approval of the plan is completed the next stage of the man-
agement cycle, followed by the next — execution. At the same
time believe that the binding and the importance of this stage
is due not only to further the effectiveness of the plan, but also
the legal obligation enshrined body of public administration.
Thus, in accordance with Part 1 of Art. 13 Law of Ukraine
«On Principles of Regulatory Policy in Economic Activity»
dated 11.09.2003 Ne 1168-1V plan of the regulator to prepare
draft regulations and amendments thereto shall be made public
through publication in the print media of the regulatory au-
thority and, if their absence — in the print media by this regu-
latory authority and / or by posting the plan and its revisions
on the official relevant regulatory authority on the Internet.
A similar provision is contained in the century. 5 of the Law
of Ukraine «On Principles of State Supervision (Control) in
Economic Activity» from 5.07.2007 Ne 877-V. Furthermore,
according to Art. 10 of the Act, an entity may prevent officials
of state supervision (control) to state supervision (control), if
he had not been notified in due course.

Amendments to existing Acts planning occurs by the same
procedure as their adoption.

Deadlines for action by members of the administrative
procedures specific regulations that shall govern the planning.
Violation of the delays adversely affected, and sometimes im-
possible process of planning.

As you can see, the planning stages resembling stages of
the adoption of administrative acts (acts of administration).
Traditionally, the most studied in legal science was the order
of adoption of administrative acts, called administrative pro-
cedure. Given this fact, further analysis of the planning can be
done on the basis of similarities in the decision of administra-
tive acts.

To clarify the legal nature of the planning procedure is im-
portant to the analysis result, which is obtained as a result — the
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act of planning (plan). However, it is worth noting that among
scientists for many years .The discussion on the essential char-
acteristics of the planning regulations. Some of them consider
the plan as regulations and other acts referred to planning en-
forcement (individual) acts, and others — to a particular part of
the law, but the law exists. Seems most reasonable approach
according to which the plans, which set out specific artists
and deadlines, lack normative. All they have all the hallmarks
of enforcement acts. They specify a particular recipient is a
requirement to commit homogeneous, unitary actions (mea-
sures), their execution terminates this act. Of course, planning
acts may include and regulations specific to regulations. In
such cases, offered to enroll their so-called range of complex
legal force acts to contain both of law enforcement as well,
and normative prescriptions. Thus, states that members of the

administrative and legal science find a variety of planning acts
of administrative acts.

Conclusions. Thus, examining some aspects of the plan-
ning procedure: normative principles, the principle stage — we
can assume that its legal nature of planning is a form of ad-
ministrative procedure carried out by the public administra-
tion. The result of this activity is to take the act of planning,
which is similar in its characteristics to administrative acts.
At the same time believe that for unambiguous conclusion on
the legal nature of the abovementioned procedures continue to
explore other aspects of the public administration that is con-
cerned with planning. Once again I stress that in constructing
an effective system of state administration question rational
use of public institutions of its resources (material, human,
etc.) is important and a priority.
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YAK 347.1

IMPOBJIEMHI ACHEKTH BUSHAYEHHS IPABOBOTI'O CTATYCY CIIOPTCMEHIB
3A 3AKOHOJABCTBOM YKPAIHU

PROBLEMATIC ASPECTS OF THE LEGAL STATUS OF ATHLETES ACCORDING
TO THE LEGISLATION OF UKRAINE

Txaauu M.O.,

KaHouoam 1opuouyHux Hayx, Ooyenm,
odoyenm Kagedpu YusiibHO20 Npasa
3anopizvbkoeo nayionanbHo2o yHieepcumemy

ABTOp cTaTTi JOCniaAXye NpobnemMu NpaBoBOro CTaTycy CNOPTCMEHIB BiAMOBIAHO [0 3akoHoAaBCTBa YkpaiHu. MpaBoBuMiA CTaTyc CNOPTCMEHIB
0MnoCepeaKoBye TPW BUAM NPABOBUX CTATYCiB: KOHCTUTYLINHO-NPABOBUIA, rany3eBuii Ta cnewianbHuii. OCHOBHOK NEpeLLKOAOo AMns YiTKOro Bu-
3HAYEHHSI NPaBOBOrO CTATYCy CMOPTCMEHIB € BiACYTHICTb YHichikoBaHMX NiaxodiB 4O pO3yMiHHS CMIOPTUBHOIO NpaBa Ta HebaxaHHs 3aKkoHoAaBLs
BM3HATW YaCTWHY BIAHOCVH y Cdpepi cCnopTy NpeaAMEeTOM NPaBOBOrO PErymnioBaHHS LMBINbHOIO Npasa.

KntouyoBi cnoBa: crnopt, npodeciiiHu1i CnopT, NPaBoOBUIA CTaTyC, CMOPTUBHWIA KOHTPAKT, LyBiNbHE npaso.

ABTOp cTaTbu MccregyeT Npobrnembl NPaBOBOrO CTaTyca CMOPTCMEHOB B COOTBETCTBUM C 3aKOHOAATENLCTBOM YKpauHbl. [paBoBoii cTaTyc
CMOPTCMEHOB OMocpeayeT Tpy Buaa NPaBOBbIX CTATYCOB: KOHCTUTYLIMOHHO-MPaBOBOW, OTPacneBov U cneunanbHbii. OCHOBHOWM Nperpagon ans
YeTKOro ONpeAerneHrs NPaBoBOro cTaTyca CroOPTCMEHOB SBMSIETCSA OTCYTCTBUE YHUMMLIMPOBAHHbIX MOAXOA0B K MOHMMaHWIO CMOPTMBHOIO Npaea
1 HeXenaHue 3akoHodaTensi NpuU3HaTb YacTb OTHOLLUEHWI B cdepe cnopTa NpeaMETOM NPaBOBOro PerynupoBaHusi rpaXkaaHCcKoro npaea.

KnioueBble crioBa: cropT, NpodeccroHarnbHbIN CropT, NPaBoBOW CTaTyC, CMOPTUBHbIN KOHTPAKT, rpaaaHCcKoe npago.

The article is dedicated to the problem of the legal status of athletes according to the legislation of Ukraine. The legal status of athletes
mediates three types of legal statuses: constitutional and legal, industry and special. The main obstacle to a clear definition of the legal status of
athletes is the lack of standardized approaches to understanding of sports law and the reluctance of legislators to recognize the relations in the

field of sports as a subject of legal regulation of civil law.

Key words: sports, professional sports, legal status, sports contracts, civil law.

B ropuauuHiil niTeparypi He icHye yHi(iKOBaHOro mif-
X0y [0 MpoOieMH BU3HAUCHHS MOHSTTS IIPABOBOTO CTATyCy
y4JacHUKA TIeBHUX MPaBOBITHOCHH. ITOHATTS «paBOBHUii cTa-
TYC» 4acTO OTOTOKHIOETHCS 3 TOHATTAM «IIPAaBOBE CTAHOBHU-
me». JlificHo, cI0BO «status» y HepekiIaji 3 JIATHHH O3Hadae

«CTaH», «CTAHOBHUILIEH», CIOJOKECHH». 3araTbHOMPUAHITHM
BBXKAETHCS, M0 TPABOBHU CTaryc (MpaBOBE CTAHOBHIIIE)
0CO0M — 11e CHCTEeMa 3aKpIiIUICHUX y HOPMATHBHO-IPABOBHUX
aKTax i rapaHTOBaHMX JICPXKABOIO TpaB, cBOOO/, 000B’S3KIB,
BIJIMTOBIAJTBHOCTI, BIMOBITHO JI0 SKHX IHIUBII SK CYO’€KT
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