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CLASSIFICATION OF JUDICIAL PROCEDURES
IN ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEEDINGS

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of the article is to classify judicial procedures in administrative
proceedings according to the selected criteria, allowing for their most essential features. Results.
The scientific approaches to the definition of the essence of judicial procedures in administrative
proceedings through the prism of identifying their essential features by means of scientific classification
are analysed. The importance of scientific classification in the formation of the author's perspective
on the essence of the category “classification of judicial procedures in administrative proceedings” is
clarified. The criteria of classification of judicial procedures in administrative proceedings are determined.
The author proposes to classify judicial procedures in administrative proceedings according to pre-
established, scientifically based classification criteria which indicate the most essential features of both
a particular judicial procedure in administrative proceedings and the specific group to which it belongs:
the form of administrative proceedings; the type of administrative case within the scope of which judicial
procedures are implemented; the participants in the administrative case; the composition of the court that
carries out judicial procedures; the procedural stage during which judicial procedures are implemented,;
the mandatory stage of the administrative procedure; the stage of implementation of the relevant stage
of the administrative procedure are chosen to be criteria for classification of judicial procedures in
administrative proceedings. Conclusions. It is concluded that the criteria for classification of judicial
procedures in administrative proceedings are as follows: 1) by the form of administrative proceedings,
judicial procedures are implemented within them during general action proceedings and simplified action
proceedings; 2) depending on the administrative case, judicial procedures can be classified into those that
are implemented during consideration of general administrative cases, minor administrative cases, typical
administrative cases, exemplary administrative cases, urgent administrative cases, complex administrative
cases; 3) depending on the participants in an administrative case, judicial procedures in administrative
proceedings are classified into those that are carried out exclusively with the participation of the parties
(plaintiff and defendant), with the involvement of representatives of the parties, as a result of the entry
into the case of legal successors, with the involvement of third parties and/or their representatives;
4) by the composition of the court, judicial procedures in administrative proceedings are classified into
those carried out by a judge alone and a panel of judges; 5) depending on the procedural stage during which
the judicial procedures in administrative proceedings are implemented, they can be classified into those
that take place at the stage of initiation of an administrative case, preparation of an administrative case for
trial, consideration of an administrative case on the merits, settlement of a dispute with the participation
of a judge, appeal proceedings, cassation proceedings, review of court decisions on newly discovered
or exceptional circumstances, enforcement of court decisions, restoration of lost court proceedings;
6) depending on the mandatory stage of the administrative procedure (the will of the person concerned),
judicial procedures are divided into those that are implemented at mandatory stages of the administrative
procedure and optional stages of the administrative procedure; 7) depending on the stage of implementation
of the relevant stage of the administrative procedure, judicial procedures in administrative proceedings
may take place during opening of the case on the merits, clarification of the circumstances of the case
and examination of evidence, court debates, adoption of court decisions, etc.

Key words: judicial procedure, administrative proceedings, administrative procedure, administrative
trial, administrative case, classification, criterion.
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1. Introduction

The complex and multifaceted legal nature
of judicial procedures in administrative pro-
ceedings is due to a number of factors. Among
the latter are unclear legislative references to
judicial procedures. For example, the legisla-
tor in part 2 of article 1 of the Law of Ukraine
“On the Judiciary and the Status of Judges”
of June 2, 2016 indicates that judicial power is
exercised by judges and, in cases determined by
law, by jurors through the administration of jus-
tice according to relevant judicial procedures
(Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 2016). In turn,
in the administrative procedure legislation,
the judicial procedure can be defined as a sepa-
rate phase of the procedural stage or a set of cer-
tain procedural actions that form it. For example,
part 1 of article 185 of the Code of Administra-
tive Procedure of Ukraine as of July 6, 2005
(hereinafter — the CAP of Ukraine) states
that the court shall issue a ruling on the dis-
pute settlement procedure with the participa-
tion of a judge. In para. 15 of part 1 of article 4
of the CAP of Ukraine the category “procedure”
is used to denote the central stage of the admin-
istrative procedure: “the decision shall resolve
issues related to the procedure of administra-
tive case consideration and other procedural
issues”. In addition, in a number of provisions
of the CAP of Ukraine the category “procedure”
is used in relation to certain procedural actions
or the consequences that follow them: in part 2
of article 241 of the CAP of Ukraine the legis-
lator uses the term “procedural issues related to
the movement of the case in the court of first
instance...”; in clause 2 of part 1 of article 266-1
of the CAP of Ukraine — “procedures for lig-
uidation of a bank..”; in clause 2 of part 9
of article 266-1 of the CAP of Ukraine — “proce-
dures for withdrawal of an insolvent bank...”; in
part 1 ofarticle 289 of the CAP of Ukraine — “pro-
cedures for expulsion or readmission...”; in part 2
of article 321 of the CAP of Ukraine — “proce-
dural issues related to the movement of the case,
petitions and statements of the participants in
the case...” (Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 2005);
etc.

Taken together, the above aspects are one
of the main reasons for the lack of a unified per-
spective on the understanding of the essence
of the category “judicial procedures” by legal
scholars, regardless of their scientific interests.
As it is noted above, the essence of judicial
procedures can be revealed from both a broad
and a narrow perspective. Moreover, the pre-
viously proposed approach to understanding
the phenomenon under study does not claim to
be absolute, but is aimed at deepening its under-
standing, which will be reflected further. For
example, one of the most important factors con-

tributing to the improvement of understanding
of the relevant phenomena, especially through
the prism of their complex nature and multi-
dimensionality, is their scientific classification.
The scientific classification of judicial proce-
dures in administrative proceedings is no excep-
tion.

Anumberof scholars, such as V.M. Bevzenko,
M.T. Havryltsiv, M.V. Dzhafarova, M.V. Kovaliv,
D.V. Kuznetsov, R.S. Melnyk, V.B. Pchelin,
M.I. Smokovych, I.B. Stakhura, Y.I. Tsvirkun,
A.O. Chernikova, and others studied
the formation of administrative justice, the legal
and organisational framework for administra-
tive proceedings, the legal nature of the judicial
administrative procedure, the issue of proof in
administrative justice, etc. However, the issue
of judicial procedures in general and in admin-
istrative proceedings in particular remains
insufficiently studied. Namely: no unanimous
approach to the definition of the category “judi-
cial procedure”, identification of their types
and features inherent in administrative pro-
ceedings exist.

The purpose of the article is to classify judi-
cial procedures in administrative proceedings
according to the selected criteria, allowing for
their most essential features.

2. Classification of judicial procedures
in administrative proceedings depending on
the type of proceeding

Any classification is not a simple aggregate
of groups of objects and phenomena being stud-
ied, but something holistic, which has a number
of general properties, specific functions that
obey the same laws. That is why the scientific
classification is of great importance for theo-
retical and practical human activity: it ena-
bles to group objects, phenomena depending
on the most diverse needs of human cognitive
activity and thereby provides solutions to var-
ious theoretical and practical tasks (Rusetskyi,
2019, pp. 222-223). Classification of a cer-
tain phenomenon, activity or process enables
to understand their meaning most deeply. At
the same time, such classification should be
based on the criteria that will most significantly
reflect the features of the relevant classification
group. After all, the question of the criteria
(grounds) of classification is the most impor-
tant in the problem of constructing a classifica-
tion of relevant phenomena, since the criterion
is an indicator of the theoretical and practical
significance of the classification in general,
the goals and objectives that are set for it (Pche-
lina, 2014, p. 267). In this context, we propose to
understand the classification of judicial proce-
dures in administrative proceedings according
to pre-established, scientifically based classifi-
cation criteria which indicate the most essential
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features of both a particular judicial procedure
in administrative proceedings and the specific
group to which it belongs.

Therefore, one of the most important crite-
ria for classifying judicial procedures in admin-
istrative proceedings is the type of proceedings
within which they are implemented. Scientists
note that administrative proceedings are a set
of procedural actions consistently performed by
the competent authority and procedural deci-
sions taken to consider and resolve an adminis-
trative case, which ends with the adoption and,
where necessary, enforcement of the adopted
act (Loiuk, 2018, p. 126). It should be con-
sidered that the difference between the types
of the same proceedings is in the sequence
(manner) of procedural activities. Thus,
Y.I. Tsvyrkun argues that the procedural form
in administrative proceedings enables to dis-
tinguish between different proceedings within
the judicial administrative procedure, as well
as different types of the same proceedings that
differ in procedural manner (Tsvyrkun, 2019).
Therefore, when determining the first criterion
of classification of judicial procedures in admin-
istrative proceedings, it is more correct to desig-
nate it as a form of administrative proceedings.

The analysis of the procedural legisla-
tion enables M.I. Smokovych and V.M. Bev-
zenko to conclude that the forms of adminis-
trative proceedings should be grouped into:
general action proceedings (articles 12,
257, 264, 265, 267 of the CAP of Ukraine);
simplified action proceedings (articles 12,
257-263 of the CAP of Ukraine); court
hearing (articles 192-256 of the CAP
of Ukraine); written proceedings (paragraph
10 of Part 1 of Section 4, part 9 of article 205,
articles 262, 263 of the CAP of Ukraine); partic-
ipation in the court hearing by videoconference
(article 195 of the CAP of Ukraine) (Smok-
ovych, Bevzenko, 2021, p. 224). In general, we
agree with the position of the above scientists,
but it should be noted that this list of forms
of administrative proceedings, in our opinion,
requires some clarification. In particular, as
follows from its analysis, along with the forms
of administrative proceedings, it also contains
certain stages of the administrative procedure,
as well as possible forms of their implementa-
tion. In this case, the court hearing and the pos-
sibility of participation in it via videoconfer-
ence are considered. According to article 192
of the CAP of Ukraine the case is considered in
court. In this case, it is actually about the cen-
tral stage of the administrative procedure —
consideration of the case on the merits, subject
to Chapter 6 of the CAP of Ukraine (Verkhovna
Rada of Ukraine, 2005). At this stage, as follows
from the analysis of article 195 of the CAP
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of Ukraine, individual participants in the case
may participate in the videoconference. There-
fore, this rule states that the parties to the case
have the right to participate in the court hear-
ing via videoconference outside the court prem-
ises, provided that the court has the appropriate
technical capabilities, which the court indicates
in the decision to open the proceedings, unless
the appearance of this participant in the court
hearing is recognised by the court as mandatory
(Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 2005).

Relying on the review of the above posi-
tions, we argue that the forms of adminis-
trative proceedings are general or simplified
proceedings. Such conclusion corresponds to
the requirements of the current procedural
legislation. In particular, article 12 of the CAP
of Ukraine stipulates that administrative pro-
ceedings are subject to the rules provided by
the CAP of Ukraine, in the manner of action
proceedings (general or simplified). Moreo-
ver, simplified action proceedings are intended
for consideration of cases of insignificant com-
plexity and other cases for which the priority is
a quick resolution of the case. In turn, the gen-
eral action proceedings are intended for consid-
eration of cases that, due to complexity or other
circumstances, are inappropriate to be consid-
ered in simplified action proceedings (Yako-
vets, 2006). Therefore, according to a criterion
such as the form of administrative proceed-
ings, judicial procedures within them should
be divided into those that are implemented
within the scope of general or simplified action
proceedings.

Therefore, judicial procedures in admin-
istrative proceedings can be implemented
in different ways, allowing for the specifics
of the administrative case being considered.
Firstly, so-called general administrative cases
should be noted, during the consideration
of which the administrative court judicial pro-
cedures are implemented according to the gen-
eral rules within the relevant court proceedings.
Secondly, judicial procedures take place during
the consideration of certain categories of admin-
istrative cases. Such administrative cases can
be named due to the analysis of the provi-
sions of article 4, chapter 10 “Consideration
of cases according to the rules of simplified
action proceedings” and chapter 11 “Specifici-
ties of action proceedings in certain categories
of administrative cases” of the CAP of Ukraine:
a minor case (an administrative case of insignif-
icant complexity); typical administrative cases;
exemplary administrative case; urgent admin-
istrative cases; complex administrative cases,
an exhaustive list of which is given in articles
264267 of the CAP of Ukraine (Verkhovna
Rada of Ukraine, 2005).
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Accordingly, judicial procedures in admin-
istrative proceedings can be implemented
depending on the type of administrative case
considered by the relevant administrative
court: general administrative cases, minor cases,
typical administrative cases, exemplary admin-
istrative cases, urgent and complex administra-
tive cases. In each of the above-mentioned types
of administrative cases, judicial procedures
within administrative proceedings will find cer-
tain specificities of their implementation, which
can be identified in a number of factors: the pro-
cedure for applying to an administrative court;
terms of such application; the participants in
an administrative case; the mandatory nature
of their participation; court decisions that may
be made; etc.

3. Classification of judicial procedures
in administrative proceedings depending on
the participants

In addition, judicial procedures in adminis-
trative proceedings can be classified depending
on a criterion of the participants in the judicial
process. This criterion of classification of judi-
cial procedures in administrative proceedings
requires to emphasise the fundamental differ-
ence between participants in administrative
procedure and actors of administrative pro-
cedural relations. In particular, studying
the essence and features of the actors of admin-
istrative procedural relations, V.B. Pchelin
notes that the concept of “actors of adminis-
trative procedural legal relations” is broader
than the concept of “participants in adminis-
trative procedure”, since, in addition to such
participants, it also includes the administra-
tive court (Pchelin, 2015, p. 180). Moreover,
the professional literature states that the names
of the participants in the trial are reserved for
them regardless of the stage of the trial. How-
ever, at the stage of enforcement of court deci-
sions in administrative cases, there are such par-
ticipants as the debt collector and the debtor.
A person who submits an application to
the court, for example, a plaintiff who requests
the recusal of a judge, is called an appli-
cant. Although it is not provided by the CAP
of Ukraine, in practice there are cases when
participants in the case — plaintiff or defend-
ant — depending on the stage of the process are
disclosed in court decisions as “appellant” (Rul-
ing of the Kyiv Administrative Court of Appeal
of April 2, 2018 in case Ne 826/15436/17) or
“cassator” (Ruling of the Supreme Court com-
posed of the panel of judges of the Administra-
tive Court of Cassation of January 10, 2018 in
case Ne 826,/18378/16) (Yasynka, 2018, p. 77).

Asfortheactorsof administrative procedural
relations, in addition to the court, they may also
include persons who are not directly related to

the procedural activity but provide its support
in certain areas. For example, these may be: law
enforcement bodies; the High Qualification
Commission of Judges of Ukraine; the National
School of Judges of Ukraine; judicial self-gov-
ernment bodies; the State Judicial Administra-
tion of Ukraine; the court apparatus and its sep-
arate structural units (Pchelin, 2017, p. 211).
As a criterion for classification of judicial pro-
cedures in administrative proceedings, we have
chosen the participants in the judicial process,
and not the actors of administrative proce-
dural relations, since the activities of the latter
may not relate to such procedures at all, but
be aimed solely at the organisational and legal
aspects of such proceedings. In view of this, we
consider it necessary to narrow this criterion
even further and limit ourselves to mentioning
only the participants in the case, who compose
the participants in the trial. In this case, other
participants in the trial, such as an assistant
judge, a secretary of the court session, a court
administrator, a witness, an expert, a legal
expert, a translator, a specialist, are excluded
(part 1 of article 61 of the CAP of Ukraine
(Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 2005)). In this
case, by the participants in the case, judicial
procedures in administrative proceedings can
be classified into those that are carried out:
exclusively with the participation of the par-
ties (plaintiff and defendant); with the involve-
ment of representatives of the parties; as a result
of the entry into the case of legal successors;
with the involvement of third parties and/or
their representatives.

With regard to an administrative court itself
as the actor of administrative procedural legal
relations, its composition should be a separate
criterion for classification of judicial proce-
dures in administrative proceedings. The anal-
ysis of para. 4 of part 1 of article 4 of the CAP
of Ukraine reveals that according to the leg-
islator, a court is a judge of an administrative
court, who considers and decides an admin-
istrative case individually or a panel of judges
(Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 2005). Consider-
ation and resolution of an administrative case
by a judge individually or by a panel of judges
entails certain peculiarities of judicial proce-
dures in administrative proceedings, which will
have its impact on the implementation of cer-
tain stages of the administrative procedure, as
well as on the implementation of certain stages
and the performance of relevant procedural
actions.

Another important criterion for classifica-
tion of judicial procedures in administrative
proceedings of Ukraine should be the stage
of the administrative procedure within which
they find their manifestation. From the
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perspective of administrative procedure, a pro-
cedural stage is a set of homogeneous proce-
dural actions of participants in administrative
procedural legal relations, which are carried
out within a relatively defined period of time
in order to achieve a single specific procedural
goal (Komziuk, Bevzenko, Melnyk, 2007,
pp. 523-524). According to the professional
literature, the entire set of procedural actions
taken in connection with the consideration
and resolution of a public law dispute (admin-
istrative case) can be represented by the fol-
lowing stages of the administrative procedure
(procedural stages): initiation of an administra-
tive case (opening of proceedings in an admin-
istrative case); preparatory proceedings (prepa-
ration of an administrative case for trial);
settlement of a dispute with the participation
of a judge; consideration of an administrative
case on the merits; appeal proceedings; cassa-
tion proceedings; review of court decisions due
to newly discovered or exceptional circum-
stances; enforcement proceedings (enforce-
ment of court decisions); restoration of lost
court proceedings (Smokovych, Bevzenko,
2021, p. 181).

Furthermore, the stages of administra-
tive procedure can be considered allowing for
their occurrence due to the will of the person
concerned. In this case, these are mandatory
and optional stages of administrative procedure
and, accordingly, the criterion of classification
of judicial procedures in administrative proceed-
ings. For example, scientists understand manda-
tory stages of administrative procedure as stages
that must necessarily precede the adoption
of a court decision (resolution), which resolves
the requirements of an administrative action
(Pchelin, 2017, p. 194), and optional stages as
those that arise solely by the will of the par-
ticipants in such a process and in the absence
of such will may not arise at all. These stages
are carried out only when necessary due to
the circumstances of a particular administrative
case. The stages that are completely depend-
ent on the will, initiative of the participants
in the process and, as a result, may or may not
become the subject matter of consideration by
a higher instance cannot be considered manda-
tory (Komziuk, Bevzenko, Melnyk, 2007, p. 57).
These stages of the administrative procedure
are characterised by a significant number of fea-
tures related to the implementation of the rele-
vant judicial procedures within them.

4. Conclusions

Therefore, one of the most important
and paramount aspects of a comprehensive
understanding of both theoretical and practical
aspects of judicial procedures in administrative
proceedings is their scientific classification.

42

They are classified according to pre-established,
scientifically based classification criteria which
indicate the most essential features of both
a particular judicial procedure in administrative
proceedings and the specific group to which it
belongs. The criteria for classification of judicial
procedures in administrative proceedings are as
follows:

1) by the form of administrative proceed-
ings, judicial procedures are implemented
within it during general action proceedings
and simplified action proceedings;

2) depending on the administrative case,
judicial procedures can be classified into those
that are implemented during consideration
of general administrative cases, minor admin-
istrative cases, typical administrative cases,
exemplary administrative cases, urgent admin-
istrative cases, complex administrative cases;

3)dependingon the participantsinanadmin-
istrative case, judicial procedures in administra-
tive proceedings are classified into those that are
carried out exclusively with the participation
of the parties (plaintiff and defendant), with
the involvement of representatives of the par-
ties, as a result of the entry into the case of legal
successors, with the involvement of third par-
ties and /or their representatives;

4) by the composition of the court, judicial
procedures in administrative proceedings are
classified into those carried out by a judge alone
and a panel of judges;

5) depending on the procedural stage dur-
ing which the judicial procedures in admin-
istrative proceedings are implemented, they
can be classified into those that take place
at the stage of initiation of an administrative
case, preparation of an administrative case for
trial, consideration of an administrative case on
the merits, settlement of a dispute with the par-
ticipation of a judge, appeal proceedings, cassa-
tion proceedings, review of court decisions on
newly discovered or exceptional circumstances,
enforcement of court decisions, restoration
of lost court proceedings;

6) depending on the mandatory stage
of the administrative procedure (the will
of the person concerned), judicial procedures
are divided into those that are implemented
at mandatory stages of the administrative pro-
cedure and optional stages of the administrative
procedure;

7) depending on the stage of implementa-
tion of the relevant stage of the administrative
procedure, judicial procedures in administra-
tive proceedings may take place during opening
of the case on the merits, clarification of the cir-
cumstances of the case and examination of evi-
dence, court debates, adoption of court deci-
sions, etc.
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KJACU®IKALIA CY1OBUX ITPOLHEAYP
B AAIMIHICTPATUBHOMY CYJOYNHCTBI

Anoranig. Mema. Metoio focsipKennst € 3ilicnentst kiaacudikaliii cy1oBux mporeayp B ajMiHi-
CTPATUBHOMY CYZIOYMHCTBI 32 BUOKPEMJICHUMM KPUTEPIAMU 3 yPaXyBaHHAM IXHIX HACYTTEBIINX O3HAK.
Pesyavmamu. 3/1iiicHeHO aHATI3 HAYKOBUX TTiIXO/IiB /10 BUBHAYEHHS CYTHOCTI CY/IOBHX MPOIEYDP B aIMi-
HICTPATUBHOMY CYIOYMHCTBI KpPi3b PU3MY BUOKPEMJICHHS IXHIX CYTTEBUX O3HAK IIJISAXOM 3/IilICHEHHS
HayKoBOI KTacudikarii. 3’scoBaHo 3HAUEHHS HAYKOBOI kiacuikaliii y mporeci popMyBaHHS aBTOPCHKO-
ro GaueHHs CYTHOCTI Kateropii «kiacudikailis CyI0BUX HPOLEAYP B aAMIHICTPATUBHOMY CYIOYUHCTBI».
Busnaueno kputepii knacudikaliii cyJoBUX TPOIEAYP B aIMiHICTPATUBHOMY CY[OYUHCTBI. 3ampoIoHO-
BaHO KJ1acu(dikyBaTh CyJI0BI IIPOLE/YPH B JIMIHICTPATUBHOMY CYJIOYMHCTBI 3a Harepesl BCTAHOBJICHUMI
HAYKOBO OOIPYHTOBAHMMHU KJIacu(piKaliiHUMI KPUTEPIisIMUL, SIKi BKa3yl0Th Ha HAlO1/IblIl CYyTTEB] O3HAKK
SIK OKPEMO B3$ITOI CY/ZIOBOI ITPOIE/LyPU B aJIMiHICTPATUBHOMY CYZIOYMHCTBI, TaK i BUJIOBOI IPYIIH, JI0 SKOI
ii BizHeceno. Sk kpurepii kaacudikaiii cy0BUX MPOLENYDP B aAMIHICTPaTUBHOMY CYAOYMHCTBI BUOpaHi
(hopma aziMiHICTPATUBHOTO CYZI0YMHCTBA; BUJL A/IMIHICTPATHBHOI CIIPABU, Y MEKaX PO3IJISILY SKOI peaizy-
I0ThCA CY/I0BI MIPOIEYPH; KOJIO YUACHUKIB aJIMiHICTPATUBHOI CIIPABU; CKJIAJL CYLY, SIKUii 3/111ICHIOE CYyZ0B1
TPOTIE/TY PH; TIPOIECYATbHA CTA/is, Y MEKaX SIKOT Peasi3yIoThest CyI0Bi TPOIEYPH; 000B I3KOBICTH CTa/I1
a/IMIHICTPATUBHOTO IPOIleCy; eTarl peasisalfil BiIOBiHOI cTajii aaMiHicTpaTUBHOTO TIpotecy. Bucwo-
6Kxu. 3pobJieHO BHCHOBOK, 110 Kiacudikaiist Cy[oBUX HPOIEAYP B AIMIHICTPATHBHOMY CYIOYUHCTBI
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3MTICHIOETHCST 32 TAKUME KpuTepisiMu: 1) 3a GOpMOI0 aiMiHICTPATUBHOTO CYJIOUNHCTBA CY/I0Bi TIPOIIETY-
PY peasti3yloThesl B HOT0 MeKax ITijl Yac 3araJlbHOTO MO30BHOTO MTPOBAKEHHS Ta CIIPOIIEHOTO TI030BHOTO
[POBAJIKEHHs; 2) 3AJIEKHO BiJl aIMIHICTPATUBHOI CIIPABU CYOBI IIPOLIELYPU MOKYTh OyTU Kiaacu(ikoBaHi
Ha Ti, M0 PeAi3yI0ThCs B MeKaxX PO3TJISIIY 3araibHUX aJIMiHICTPATUBHUX CIIPAB, MAJO3HAYHUX a/IMiHi-
CTPATMBHUX CIIPaB, TUIIOBUX aJIMiHICTPATUBHUX CIIPAB, 3pDA3KOBUX a/IMiHICTPATUBHUX CIIPAB, TePMiHOBUX
Q/IMiHICTPATUBHUX CIIPaB, CKJIAJHUX aJIMIHICTPATUBHMX CIIPAB; 3) 3aJICXKHO BiJl KOJA YYaCHUKIB ajiMi-
HICTPATUBHOI CIIPaBU CY/OBi TPOIEAYPH B aIMiHICTPATHBHOMY CY/IOUMHCTBI TO/IISIOTHCST HA TaKi, 110
3/IHCHIOIOTLCS BUKJIIOYHO 32 YYacTIo CTOPIH (11031MBava Ta BiANOBia4a), i3 3aJy4eHHAM IPeCTaBHUKIB
CTOPIH, YHACJIIOK BCTYIY Y CIIPaBY PABOHACTYIIHUKIB, i3 3aly4eHHsIM TPeTix ocib Ta/abo ix npeucras-
HUKIB; 4) 3 OISy Ha CKJIAJ CYIy CYZOBi TPOIEYPU B aIMiHICTPATUBHOMY CYIOYMHCTBI TOMIJISIOTHCS
Ha Ti, 110 3IHCHIOIOTHCS CYIIEI0 OAHOOCIOHO Ta KOJIETIE0 CYILIB; 5) 3a/IeAKHO Bifl IPOIIECYaIbHOI CTail,
y MesKax sIKOi Peasli3yloThCst Cy/IOBI POLEAYPH B aMiHICTPATUBHOMY CYIOUYUHCTBI, BOHM MOXKYTb OyTH
kyacuikoBaHi Ha Ti, [0 MAIOTh MiCIle Ha CTa/lil MOPYIIEHHS a/[MiHiCTPATUBHOI CIIPABH, ITi/[TOTOBKU ajIMi-
HICTPAaTHBHOI CITPABH JI0 CYI0BOTO PO3TJISALY, PO3TJISIY aAMiHICTPATUBHOI CIIPABH TI0 CYTi, YPeTYTIOBAaHHS
CHOPY 32 YYacTIO CY/I, aleaIiiiHOro MpOBa/KEHHS, Kacal[iiHOTO MTPOBA/KEHHS, MEPETJISIY CYyT0BUX
pillierb 3a HOBOBHSBJIECHUMU a00 BUKJIIOYHUME OOCTABUHAMY, BUKOHAHHS CY/OBHX DillleHb, BiIHOB-
JIEHHSI BTPAYeHOTO CY0BOIO MPOBAKEHHsT; 6) 3a/1e5KHO BiZi 000B'I3KOBOCTI CTaiil aiMiHiCTPaTUBHOTO
npotiecy (BOJIEBUSABJIEHHs 3al[iKaBIeHol 0cOOM ) CYIOBI MPOIEAYPH TOALIAIOTHCA Ha Ti, 110 PEATi3YIOThCS
Ha 000B’AI3KOBUX CTAISIX afMiHICTPATHBHOTO MPOTECY Ta (haKyJbTaTHBHUX CTalisAX a[MiHICTPaTHBHOTO
mporiecy; 7) 3aJIeKHO Bifl eTarry peasiisartii BiTIOBIAHOI cTafil aMiHICTPAaTUBHOTO TIPOIIECY CYAOBI TTPO-
1elypHu B aJIMIHICTPATUBHOMY CYJIOUMHCTBI MOKYTh MAaTH MicIle B MeKaxX 3/[IICHEHHS BIIKPUTTS PO3TJIsi-
JIy CIIPABH IO CYTi, 3'sicyBaHHsI 06CTABMH CIIPABHU il IOCII/PKEHHSI I0Ka3iB, CY/0BUX [e0aTiB, YXBaIEHHsI
CYZIOBUX PillleHb TOITIO.

Kmouosi cioBa: cyzosa 1poleaypa, aJMiHICTpaTUBHE CYZOYMHCTBO, a/[MiHICTPATHBHUII IPOIEC,
a/IMiHiCTpATUBHE TPOBA/KEHHST, a/[MiHICTPATUBHA CIIPaBa, KJaacudikallis, KpUTepiil.
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