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constitutional courts of the Slovak Republic and the Czech Republic are given focusing on
the proceedings and the substance of the significant differences having common features
found at both constitutional courts. These features bring together the common and
special in the processes of analysing the legal regulation of the legal compliance
procedure made by the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic, and the proceedings
concerning the annulment of law of other legal regulation or their individual provisions
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Oonposa 10. Koncmumyyuonnoe cyoonpouseoocmeo ¢ Cnosauyxoii Pecnyonuxe
u Yewckon Pecnybnuke. /lana xapaxmepucmuka cyoonpouzeoocmsd 8 oejie 0 KOHmpoJe
3a npasom 6 koncmumyyuonnwvix cyoax Crnosayxou Pecnyonuxu u Yewckoui Pecnyonuxu
C AKYeHmoM HA OCOOEHHOCTU CYWECMBEHHbIX OMAUYULL CYOONPOU3BOOCHBd, KOMOpble
0bHapydHCcerbl 8 000UX KOHCMUMYYUOHHLIX cyoax. Dmu ocobenHocmu coaudicaem oodwee
U 0cOOeHHOe 6 Npoyeccax aHanu3d NPasosoeo pezyauposanus npoyedypvl coOno0eHus
3aKoHoO0amenvcmea, gvitecenno2o Koncmumyyuonuvin Cyoom Cnosayxou Pecnybnuku,
U cyoonpou3800Cmea OMHOCUMENbHO OMMEHbL 3aKOHO8 NPABOBO2O Pe2yIUPOBAHUS UU UX
omoenvHblx nonodicenuti, avinecernnvlx Koncmumyyuonnuvin Cyoom Yewickotl Pecnyoauku.

Kniouegvie cnoea: Koucturymmonnsnid Cyn Croartkoid Pecrryomiku, Koncrury-
rroHHbI Cyn Yenickoit PecryOnuku, OTBETCTBEHHOCTD, KOHTPOJIb, FOPUANYECKAs CHIA.

Background. The proceedings concerning the control of legislation
have a dominant position in all proceedings which fall under the jurisdiction
of the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic and the Constitutional
Court of the Czech Republic. The essence of the review procedure is that,
on the basis of the proposal made by the initiative of qualified entities, the
Constitutional Court protects constitutionality without the existence of
a specific legal dispute by any public authority which could result in the
application of a specific legal regulation to threatening or violating the
fundamental rights and freedoms or any other constitutionally unacceptable
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consequences. The purpose of this procedure is to remove the legal norm of
lower legal force from the legal order in case when it is in contradiction
with the rule of higher legal force. In this activity the Constitutional Court
is placed in the position of a negative lawmaker. Under the conditions of
the Slovak Republic the legal basis of the compliance procedure is defined
by Art. 125 of the Slovak Republic Constitution, while the procedure itself
is more specifically defined by the Act of the National Council of the
Slovak Republic Ne 38/1993 Coll. on the Organization of the Constitutional
Court of the Slovak Republic on the Proceedings done by them and the
Status of its Judges as amended. The Constitution of the Czech Republic
grants the power to review standards to the Constitutional Court, that is the
power to review the constitutionality and lawfulness of acts, or their
individual provisions being in contravention with the Constitutional Order,
or to repeal other legislation and their individual provisions defined in
Art. 87 (1) (a) and (b) if they are in conflict with the Constitutional Order or
ordinary law. The procedural aspect of this procedure is guaranteed by
Act Ne 182/1993 Coll. on the Constitutional Court as amended.

The analysis of recent researches and publications. The compliance
procedure is a fundamental and priority function of the Constitutional
Court of the Slovak Republic and the Constitutional Court of the Czech
Republic [1-2]. During the long-term pedagogical and publishing activities,
the author systematically deals with the constitutional issues of the
constitutional judiciary [3].

The aim of the contribution is to characterize the proceedings
regarding the control of law at the constitutional courts of the Slovak
Republic and the Czech Republic focusing on the proceedings and the
substance of the significant differences having common features found at
both constitutional courts. The contribution approximates the proceedings
common and special features by means of analysing the legal regulation
of the legal compliance procedure made by the Constitutional Court of
the Slovak Republic, and the proceedings concerning the annulment of law,
other legal regulation or their individual provisions made by the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic.

Materials and methods. The prime method applied in the presented
article rests in the use of analyses and assessment of the available
Judicature of the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic and the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic and in this way the aim rests
also in the way to make the reader more familiar with the topic in question.

Results. Incorporation of the legal provisions on the legal compliance
procedure and the procedure relating to the annulment of act, other
legislation or their individual provisions are in their essence similar in the
Slovak Republic and the Czech Republic. The competence of the
Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic and of the Constitutional Court
of the Czech Republic to act in matters of legal compliance, respectively in
matters of the control of legislation is preserved by the highest laws of both
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states and the procedural aspect of both proceedings are enshrined in a
separate legal regulation in the form of act. The derogation is that the Czech
legislation distinguishes between the proceedings of act annulment or its
individual provisions and the proceedings of other legal regulation
annulment. However, the subject-matter of the proceedings is the same in
both proceedings conducted by the constitutional courts by which the law of
different legal force is investigated, respectively by which the compliance
of lower law with higher law is examined.

Unlike the Czech legislation being in force in the area of the
standards control, the Legal Order of the Slovak Republic does not allow
to file a motion to initiate the procedure of compliance with the legal
provisions together with the constitutional complaint. This fact can be
considered to be a kind of shortcoming since the remedy in the case of
adoption of the generally binding legal regulation that violates the fundamental
rights and freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution of the Slovak Republic can
only be achieved by amending or repealing the legal norm. In this respect,
according to Article 127 of the Constitution of the Slovak Republic it cannot
be assimilated to the legal opinion according to which a constitutional
complaint of a natural person or a legal entity or a complaint by a local
authority is submitted. Pursuant to Article 127a it may lead to the procedure
of compliance with the generally binding legal regulations as it is stated
by Article 125 (1). That conclusion is contradictory by the fact that neither
a natural person nor a legal entity is entitled to initiate proceedings of
compliance. Likewise, the Legal Order of the Slovak Republic does not
confer to the Senate of the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic,
the right to file a motion to initiate the proceedings even if it is found that
the application of the law has become a matter which is subjected to the
constitutional complaint. At the same time the Senate of the Constitutional
Court of the Slovak Republic is not entitled to discuss the proposal for
compliance with the law, which would be submitted together with the
constitutional complaint in cases pursuant to Article 125 (1) (c) and (d) of
the Slovak Republic Constitution in which the competent Senate decides.

In order to allow individuals to access the Constitutional Court of the
Czech Republic, the possibility of submitting the proposal for annulment of
law together with the constitutional complaint pursuant to § 74 of the Act
on the Constitutional Court was introduced. The introduction of this option
was mainly aimed at bringing the Czech legislation in this area closer to the
international standards. This is borne out by the explanatory memorandum
to § 74 of the cited law, according to which «the proposal is based on the
fact that even with regard to the individual international treaties on human
rights and fundamental freedoms as interpreted and applied by the relevant
international institutions, it is similarly necessary to ensure individuals an
opportunity to the right to access the Constitutional Court with proposals
for the abolition of legislation under the above conditions» [4, p. 484-485].
The Czech professional public attributed to this provision declaring that it is
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«an extremely significant prominence for the democratic development of
legal culture» and further on they called it «a significant reversal in the
understanding relations between citizenry and state» [5].

Under § 74 of the Act the constitutional complaint submitted to the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic may be proposed in order to
repeal a law only under the conditions if its application has become a matter
subjected to the constitutional complaint and further on if the complainant
claims that the law or its provision is contrary to the constitutional law or
any other law in case of a subordinate legal regulation. In other words, the
contested law had to be actually enforced regarding the complainant, and
the complainant must indicate the constitutional law to which the contested
legislation is in conflict. In relation to the constitutional complaint the
proposal for the abolition of law is of a minor character. Therefore, if
a constitutional complaint is rejected for some reasons, the proposal for
the repeal of the law is also automatically rejected. Without any reference to
the specific decision or intervention made by the public authority, natural
person or legal entity then they are not entitled to propose the repeal of
legal regulation. The direct application for the annulment of law should be
dismissed by the Constitutional Court as a proposal made by someone
having been manifestly unjustified.

In connection with the proceedings under § 74 of the cited law, the
question arises how to proceed in case of filing an application for the
annulment of legal act, together with the constitutional complaint against
a certain decision or other public intervention which had no negative
consequences on him; but on the other hand it attacks the unconstitutionality
of the procedure which had preceded the decision. Concerning the present
case the plenary of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic has
rejected a proposal for the annulment of the legal regulation, declaring that
«the application of the contested provisions has not caused any adverse
effects on the complainants, and therefore, complainants are those who have
not been legally entitled to submit this proposal» (PL. US 10/94). Since this
is the case for two different proceedings, the complainant is obliged to file
a separate application for the annulment of the law. This means that it
cannot be included in the text of constitutional complaint. An application
for the annulment of law, other legislation or their individual provisions
may be filed only together with the constitutional complaint.

The Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic considers the proposal
itself to be the subject of constitutional complaint procedure inadmissible
if in the same case the Constitutional Court has already acted. Under the
provisions of Section 75 (1) of the Czech Republic Constitutional Court Act,
the constitutional complaint is likewise inadmissible even if the complainant
has not exhausted all the procedural means that the law for the protection of
his/her rights provides. Such remedies are the proper remedies concerning
typical appeals, complaints, lawsuits in administrative justice, etc., and
extraordinary appeals as well. In addition to the most common law
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enforcement remedies, other procedural remedies need to be exhausted too.
If the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic finds that a constitutional
complaint is inadmissible, then it is rejected by them for its inadmissibility
pursuant to Article 43, paragraph 1 (e) of the Act on the Constitutional
Court. If a petition for annulment of a law has been filed together with
a constitutional complaint and there is no direct legal relationship between
the subject matter of the constitutional complaint and the contested
legislation, the application for the annulment of legal act is rejected as
a motion by a manifestly unauthorized person. In case when the direct legal
relationship is merely absent between the subject of the constitutional
complaint and a part of the contested law, according to the established case
law of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic the Constitutional
Court will make an assessment of the part of such motion as a petition
submitted by an manifestly unauthorized person who will be rejected and
being simply meritorily treated according to the remaining part of the
proposal the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic. It cannot be ruled
out that the plenary of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic can
reach the aforementioned conclusions.

The constitutional complaint is decided by the Senate of the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic if a submitted proposal for the
review of legislation is in accordance with the Article 87 (1) (c) or (d) of
the Constitution of the Czech Republic, then the Senate will discontinue the
constitutional complaint proceeding. Subsequently, the competent Senate
will advance a proposal for the standards review to the plenary of the
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic. The proceedings of a constitutional
complaint are resumed only after the conclusion of the legal standards
review. If another law enforcement proceeding is in progress in order to
review compatibility of the identical law, other legislation or their individual
provisions, the request of the complainant to repeal the law will be rejected
by the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic. In such a case, the
complainant is entitled to be an intervener in an earlier initiation of the legal
standards review. For the sake of completeness, it should be noted that the
annulment of the contested law does not automatically result in the
constitutional complaint being upheld, and the refusal, respectively rejection
of a proposal to review standards, does not give rise to rejection of the
constitutional complaint. Another body authorized to initiate review procedures
is the Senate of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic which decides
on the constitutional complaint if it is considered that the application of the
contested legal provision has been the subject of the constitutional complaint.
Even of its own motion the complainant might process the petition for
the legal standards review by the Judge-Rapporteur who has been given
a constitutional complaint.

Another difference between the legislation of the Slovak Republic
and the Czech Republic can be found also in the case of drafting restitution
of the constitutional complaint. Whereas the Slovak law allows the
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Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic to decide that the withdrawal
is not allowed, especially if the complaint is directed against such lawful
decision, measure or other interference that seriously infringes the
fundamental rights or freedoms of the complainant stated by § 54 of the Act
on the Organization of the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic,
on the Proceedings done by them and on the Status of its Judges, such
a modification is absent in the Czech law. It is just limited to the adjustment
of the cessation of proceedings under the Section 77 of the Constitutional
Court Act of the Czech Republic. Nevertheless, the Constitutional Court
of the Czech Republic «has already rejected the petition to withdraw
a constitutional complaint, in which, pursuant to Section 74 of the Czech
Constitutional Court Act, it was proposed to examine the constitutionality of
the law. In this case, the Constitutional Court has placed the foremost interest
of the rule of law in the exercise of the constitutionality function» [5]. The
Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic will stop the complaints procedure
and the procedure for reviewing the law if the complainant withdraws back
the petition for the constitutional complaint before the decision on the
interruption of the constitutional complaint proceedings has been issued.
Besides that the constitutional complaint will be dealt with if the petitioner
takes a petition to repeal the law. Under the Czech legal order another
common feature of the legal compliance and control procedures is that both
proceedings are governed by the dispositional principle. Furthermore the
principle in question affects the provision of the application to initiate
proceedings which may be limited in the light of the existing case-law. This
is especially true in cases where the interest in protecting constitutionality
exceeds the applicant's right to dispose of his proposal.

The specification in relation to the dispositional principle is the
provision of § 40 of the Act on the Organization of the Constitutional Court
of the Slovak Republic on the Proceedings before them and on the Status of
its Judges, according to which the plenary of the Constitutional Court of the
Slovak Republic may issue a judgment even without the delivery of the
previous proposal if the decision pursuant to Article 125 of the Constitution
of the Slovak Republic finds inconsistency with the legally-enforceable
legislation or international treaty. Likewise, ruling on the constitutional
complaint, the Senate of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic
may also file a petition for the annulment of a law without the
complainant's motion to initiate the proceedings if it is concluded that its
application has become a matter which is the subject of the constitutional
complaint. Similarly the Czech law grants an analogous authorization to the
plenary of the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic if the handling of
the constitutional complaint falls within its competence. In this context, it is
still necessary to point out the finding of the Slovak Constitutional Court
(PL. US 95/2011) in which the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic
has resolved the amendment of the proposal. The Constitutional Court has
clearly defined how the group of deputies can change the proposal for the

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ISSN 2616-6100. 30BHIIIIH TOPriBAS: €KOHOMIKa, (piHaHcy, rTpaso. 2018. Ne 2 57



IIYBAIYHE ITPABO

compliance procedure. In this proceeding, the deputy of the group of
deputies has delivered the extension of the petition for contradiction of the
contested provisions with other provisions of the Constitution of the Slovak
Republic to the Constitutional Court. In paragraph 18 of the recitals, the
Constitutional Court pointed out that it was not signed by a group of
35 members of the National Council, so the Constitutional Court did not
allow the extension of the proposal of the legal representative of the group
of 35 members of the National Council.

Entities in the compliance procedure and the repeal procedures are
the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic and the Constitutional
Court of the Czech Republic which carry out the constitutional decision-
making process and the participants in these proceedings without whom any
action would be conceptually unthinkable. In view of the nature of these
proceedings there are included the secondary participants in the proceedings
as well. Both legal orders include the exhaustive calculation of the persons
legally entitled to file an initiation, motion, whereas the Czech legislation
confers the right to initiate the request for review of standards to the larger circle
of persons, especially in the case of proceedings under the Article 87 (1) (b)
of the Constitution of the Czech Republic. Unlike the provision of Section 64,
paragraph 2 (d) of the Act on the Constitutional Court of the Czech
Republic, the legal order of the Slovak Republic does not confer an active
right on an individual.

Moreover the Government of the Slovak Republic guarantees the
right to initiate a proposal for the legal compliance by Article 130 (1) of the
Constitution of the Slovak Republic. It can challenge the unconstitutionality
of laws, the non-compliance of their regulations, generally binding legislation
of ministries and other central bodies of the state administration with the
Constitution of the Slovak Republic, constitutional laws, international treaties
and laws. Besides that the unconstitutionality and illegality of generally
binding regulations are contested as it is stated by Article 68 of the
Constitution of the Slovak Republic. The non-compliance with the generally
binding legislation of the local government bodies and generally binding
regulations of the territorial self-governing bodies is queried pursuant to
Article 71 (2) of the Constitution of the Slovak Republic, further on they
are contested with the Constitution of the Slovak Republic, constitutional
laws, international treaties, laws, regulations and generally binding legal
regulations of ministries and other central state administration bodies.

One of the powers of the Government of the Czech Republic is to
submit proposals for the abolition of other legislation, not the law,
respectively their individual provisions. An application for the annulment of
legal regulation or its individual provision is entitled to file a motion only if
the conditions defined in Section 118 of the Act on the Constitutional Court
of the Czech Republic are fulfilled. Therefore, the legitimate legitimacy of
the Government of the Czech Republic is limited, since the proposal can
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simply be submitted to the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic if it
is the only basis for ensuring that the International Court of Justice has
ruled that the international obligation resulting from the international treaty
has been violated. This is a special case of the specific legal check, since
the active legitimacy of the Government of the Czech Republic depends on
the specific content of the decision made by the international court.

The power of the universal courts to address the constitutional courts
with proposals to initiate the procedure in order to be in conformity with
legislation or to ask for abolition of legislation comes from the Constitutions of
both republics. The Condictio sine qua non in the case of petitions by the
General Courts is that the court proceedings must be conducted in that
court, and the contested provision must be applicable in a given litigation.

The Constitution of the Slovak Republic and the Constitution of the
Czech Republic differ in the question which law can be challenged by the
general court. The Constitution of the Czech Republic in Article 95 (2)
declares; if the court concludes that the law which has to be used to resolve
the matter is inconsistent with the constitutional order than the case will be
transferred to the Constitutional Court. The Constitutional Court has already
decided on this issue in the first months of its existence (PI. US 1/93) and
has concluded that «within the context of their decision-making activity, the
courts are entitled to submit only proposals for the annulment of law or its
individual provisions for their inconsistency with the constitutional lawsy.
The Slovak General Courts do not have such restrictions.

When comparing the initiation proceedings, it can be stated that the
fundamental change of the legal regulation is not visible even in the case of
the mandatory requirements regarding the initiation of these proceedings.
The principle of active procedure applies equally in the Slovak Republic as
well as in the Czech Republic. That means that the Constitutional Court of
the Slovak Republic and the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic
proceed as efficiently as possible about the issue of meritorious decision of
the matter. The finding of the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic
or the Constitutional Court of the Czech Republic is the proceedings result
made by the constitutional courts on the compliance of law and the procedure
for the abolition of legislation. It is also published in the collections of laws
of the Slovak Republic and the Czech Republic. At the same time, both
constitutional courts issue the collection of findings and resolutions.

Conclusion. Incorporation of the legal provisions on the legal
compliance procedure and the procedure for the annulment of law, other
legislation or their individual provisions is essentially similar in the Slovak
Republic and the Czech Republic. The competence of the Constitutional
Court of the Slovak Republic and of the Constitutional Court of the Czech
Republic to act in matters of legal compliance, respectively in matters of the
control of legislation is enshrined in the highest laws of both states and the
procedural aspect of both proceedings are protected by a separate legal
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regulation in the form of a law. In particular, the contribution describes the
common features and differences concerning the conformity procedures or
the repeal of legislation at the constitutional courts of both countries. On the
foundations of analyses the particular emphasis is put on differences
regarding opportunities of an individual to file in connection with the
constitutional complaint and a motion to initiate the repeal procedure.
Moreover, it describes the way in which the constitutional courts of both
countries proceed as regards the withdrawal of the petition to initiate the
proceedings or the petition change.

In addition, Slovak legislation does not specify the procedural issues
of constitutional complaint motion after making decision on its acceptance
or declination. Instead, the procedural issues of processing constitutional
complaints on the substance of the raised issues are sated out: the
Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic accepts the evidences necessary
to figure out the circumstances of the case. With this aim it may appoint
a judge for obtaining evidences out of hearing, to make a request to another
court for obtaining certain evidences etc. At the request of Constitutional
Court of the Slovak Republic all courts and state authorities provide the
assistance in obtaining documentary evidences for its decisions. Meanwhile,
the legislation of the Czech Republic also specifies the procedural issues
of complaint motion after its adoption or declination, but the issue of
processing constitutional complaints on the substance is still unsolved.
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Onoposa I0. Koncmumyuiiine cyoouuncmeo ¢ Cnoeauywkiii Pecnyoniui ma
Yecokiit Pecnyoniui.

Ilocmanogxa npoonemu. Cy0osi 3ax00u, Wo CMOCYIOMbCA KOHMPOTIO 3d 3d-
KOHOOA8CMBOM, MAOmMb OOMIHYIOUe NOJIOJNCEHHS Y 6CIX cnpasax, sKi nionadaromo nio
ropucouxyito Koncmumyyitinoeo Cyoy Cnosayvroi Pecnybniku ma Koncmumyyitinoeo
Cyoy Yecwroi Pecnybniku. 3a ymosamu Cnosaywvkoi Pecnybniku npasosa 6asa 6usHavaemocs
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cm. 125 Koncmumyyii Cnosaywvkoi Pecnyoniku, a cama npoyedypa 6inbii KOHKPEmMHO —
3axonom Hayionanvnoi paou Cnosayvroi Pecnyonixu Ne 38/1993 npo opeanizayito
Koncmumyyiiinoeo Cydy Cnosaybkoi Pecnybnixu wo0o po3eisiHymux cnpae ma cmamycy
cyooie. Koncmumyyis Yecwvkoi Pecnybniku nadae nosnosadicenuss Koncmumyyitinomy
Cyoy nepeznsdamu cmanoapmu w000 KOHCMUMYYIUHOCMI ma 3aKoHHOCMI Oill abo ix
OKpeMUX NOJ0NCEeHb, AKI cynepeyams KOHCMUMyYitiHomy nopsaoKy, abo ckacosyioms iHuie
3AKOHO0ABCME0 MA iX OKpeMi NON0NCeHH s, usHaueni ¢ wacmuni 1 cmammi 87 (a) ma (b),
SAKUWO BOHU CYNepeyamsv KOHCMUMyYitiHomy nopsoxy.

Ananiz ocmannix o0ocnioxycenv i nyonikayiu. OcHosHi ma npiopumemHi
@yuxyii Koncmumyyitinoeo Cyoy Cnosaywvxoi Pecnyonixu ma Koncmumyyiiinozo Cyoy
Yecwvkoi Pecnybniku euxnukaioms inmepec y Haykosyie 0box kpain. I1i0 yac baeamopiunol
HAYKOBOI OiSIbHOCMI A8MOpP CUCMEMAMUYHO 3AUMAEMbCA NPOOIeMAMU KOHCMUMYYIUHOT
cy0080i cucmemu.

OcHoena mema OOCNIONCEeHH — 0XAPAKMepu3y8amu CyOO4YUHCMEB0, NO08 A3aHe
3 KoHmpoiem 3a npagom y KoHcmumyyitnux cyoax Cnosayvkoi Pecnyoniku ma Yecvkoi
Pecnybnixu, 30cepedacyouu ysazy Ha cyOOHUHCMBE ma Cymi 3HAYHUX 8IOMIHHOCHEN, WO
MAome 3a2dnbHi puUcl, UABIEH] 8 000X KOHCIMUMYYIHUX CYOaXx.

Mamepianu ma memoou. OCHOBHUM MemMOOOM, WO 3ACMOCOBYEMbCS 8 Yl
cmammi, € GUKOPUCTAHHS AHANIZY MA NOPIGHAHHS HAA8HOI cy0060i cucmemu Crnosaybkoi
Pecnybnixu ma Yecvroi Pecnyonixu.

Pezynomamu oocnioxncenns. B cmammi onucano 3a2anvhi pucu ma 8iOMiHHOCI
wooo npoyedyp 6i0N0GIOHOCMI ab0 CKACY8AHHS 3AKOHOOABCMBA 8 KOHCHMUMYYIUHUX
cyoax 06ox xkpain. Ha niocmasi ananizy ocobausuii akyeum pooumscsi Ha 8i0OMIHHOCTI
Moocaugocmeti 0asi NOOAHHS KOHCMUmMyyiinoi ckapeu. Onucano cnocib, aKum KOHCMmuU-
myyiluni cyou o60x Kpain SUpiuiyloms Cnpasu CmoCOB8HO CKACYBAHHS KIONOMAHHA NPO
NopyutenHs Cnpasu abo 3miny nemuyii.

Bucnoeok. Komnemenyii Koncmumyyiiinoco Cyoy Cnosayvkoi Pecnybniku ma
Koncmumyyitinoeo Cyody Yecvkoi Pecnybnixu wo0o 0iti y RUMAHHAX 10pUOUUHOL 8I0NO-
8IOHOCMI 6I0NOBIOHO 00 NUMAHbL KOHMPOJIO 34 3AKOHOOA8CMBOM 3AKPINJEHI ) SUWUX
3aKOHax 000X Oepocas Ma 3axunjaromvcs OKPeMUMU NPAGOGUMU  PecyiI08AHHIMU

¥V popmi 3aK0oHY.

Kniwouoei crnoea: Konucruryuiitnuii Cyn Cnosanpkoi Pecry6miku, KoHnctuty-
uitinuit Cyn Yecbkoi PecnyOimiku, BiiOBIAaIbHICTh, KOHTPOJIb, FOPUAMYHA CHJIA.
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