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Problem Statement. The use of
firearms by police officers is one of the
most complex and most responsible
elements of their official duties, directly
affecting public safety and the level
of public trust in the National Police
of Ukraine. On the one hand, law
enforcement officers must possess
effective mechanisms to protect the
life, health, and property of individuals
from unlawful encroachments; on
the other hand, the use of firearms
is always associated with the risk of
human rights violations and may lead
to severe consequences. Ukrainian
legislation, primarily the Law of Ukraine
“On the National Police”, establishes
the grounds, procedures, and conditions
for the use of firearms. However, in
practice, problems arise concerning
their ~ unambiguous  interpretation
and application in specific situations.
A considerable number of service-
related incidents, which later become
the subject of judicial review or
public debate, indicate the presence of
regulatory gaps and the imperfection
of mechanisms for controlling the
lawfulness of police actions. This issue
gains particular relevance under martial
law, in conditions of increased crime
rates and social tension. Police officers
are often forced to make decisions on the
use of firearms under time pressure and
with limited information, which raises
risks both for the officer and for society
as a whole. Insufficient regulation
of procedures for accountability in
cases of unlawful firearm use also
creates potential dangers of abuse

and undermines the effectiveness of
institutional guarantees of legality.
Therefore, the problem of the procedure
and grounds for the use of firearms
in the activities of police officers in
Ukraine requires a comprehensive
administrative-legal study aimed at
clarifying the specifics of the existing
regulatory  framework, identifying
its shortcomings, and formulating
proposals for its improvement in order
to achieve an optimal balance between
ensuring public safety and guaranteeing
citizens’ rights.

Analysis of Recent Research
and Publications. At the general
theoretical level, the administrative and
legal foundations of police activity, the
mechanisms of state coercion, and the
maintenance of public security have been
the subject of scholarly attention by a
wide range of Ukrainian researchers. In
particular, the works of V. Averyanov,
S. Banakh, V. Bevzenko, A. Denysova,
S. Vitvitskyi, S. Honcharuk, I. Holo-
snichenko, S. Hrechaniuk, V. Harash-
chuk, T. Drakokhrust, O. Korniienko,
V. Puzyrnyi, O. Senatorova, V. Tulinov,
K. Chyshko, Kh. Yarmaki, and others
deserve  particular attention. The
academic contributions of these scholars
addressabroad spectrumofissuesrelated
to the administrative activities of law
enforcement agencies, the legal status
of the police, the principles of legality
in the sphere of public administration,
and the protection of human rights
and freedoms in the course of applying
coercive measures. The achievements of
domestic administrative law scholarship
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have laid a strong theoretical and
methodological foundation for the
study of the police’s administrative
activities and their interaction with
society. However, despite the extensive
research into various dimensions of
administrative law, the problem of the
use of firearms by police officers in the
exercise of their official duties has not
received sufficiently comprehensive
or systematic scientific elaboration.
Most existing studies focus on general
questions of the legitimacy of coercion,
the principles of proportionality, or
the police’s functional role in ensuring
public order, yet they do not thoroughly
explore the practical and legal aspects
of firearm use. In particular, insufficient
scholarly attention has been paid to
the clarity and consistency of national
legislation regulating the grounds,
procedures, and conditions for the
use of firearms, as well as to the
development of effective procedural
safeguards aimed at preventing abuses
and ensuring accountability. The
problem becomes even more acute in
the context of the practice of Ukrainian
courts, where ambiguous or inconsistent
interpretations of legal norms often
complicate the evaluation of the
lawfulness of police actions. Moreover,
while some scholars have analyzed
international standards of human rights
protection in the application of coercive
measures, the question of harmonizing
Ukrainian legislation with the case
law of the European Court of Human
Rights in the area of firearm use
remains largely unexplored. The lack
of systematic research on institutional
mechanisms  for  monitoring  and
controlling the legality of police firearm
use creates an additional research
gap, particularly in light of the need
to strengthen public trust in the
police and guarantee transparency of
their activities. Without diminishing
the significance of the contributions
of respected scholars, it should be
emphasized that in the current security
context-marked by armed aggression

against Ukraine, the growth of hybrid
threats, and the intensification of internal
security challenges — the problem of
legal regulation and institutional support
for the use of firearms by National Police
officers acquires special relevance. It
requires in-depth theoretical elaboration,
critical analysis of enforcement practice,
and the formulation of scientifically
grounded proposals for improving the
administrative and legal framework.
Only through such a comprehensive
approach can an optimal balance be
achieved between the necessity of
ensuring public safety and the imperative
of safeguarding fundamental human
rights and freedoms.

Aim of the Article. The aim of the
article is to conduct a comprehensive
and in-depth study of the administrative
and legal aspects of the use of firearms
by officers of the National Police of
Ukraine in the performance of their
official duties. This involves not
only analyzing the current legal acts
regulating the procedure, grounds, and
conditions for the use of firearms, but
also examining their compliance with
the modern needs of ensuring public
safety and maintaining law and order.
Special attention is given to identifying
legal gaps and contradictions that
complicate the effective practical
application of administrative and legal
mechanisms, as well as analyzing the
balance between the public interests of
the state in the field of security and
the imperative of strict observance of
human rights and freedoms. In this
context, the purpose of the study also
consists in the theoretical justification
of the limits of lawful use of firearms by
police officers, determining the extent
of their legal liability, and outlining the
procedural guarantees for the protection
of citizens’ rights. The implementation
of this purpose presupposes a deeper
understanding of the practice of using
firearms in conditions of heightened
security risks caused by both internal
and external challenges. At the same
time, emphasis is placed on the need
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to improve administrative and legal
regulatory mechanisms in this area,
which should contribute to raising the
level of legality, transparency, and
efficiency of the activities of the National
Police, as well as strengthening public
trust in its law enforcement actions.

Presentation of the Main
Material. The analysis of administrative
and legal aspects of the use of firearms
by officers of the National Police of
Ukraine requires a comprehensive
study that encompasses both the legal
framework and the practice of its
implementation in law enforcement
activities. The legal regulation of this
issue is based on the provisions of the
Constitution of Ukraine, the Law of
Ukraine “On the National Police”[1],
as well as a number of subordinate
acts that define the procedure,
grounds, and conditions for the
use of firearms. In particular, the
legislator clearly outlines the cases in
which a police officer is entitled to
resort to the use of firearms, while
at the same time establishing strict
restrictions aimed at preventing
abuse and ensuring the protection of
the rights and freedoms of citizens.
A distinctive feature of administrative
and  legal regulation is  the
establishment of a balance between the
interests of the state in maintaining
public order and the need to preserve
human rights as the highest social
value. The legislator defines both
the general principles of firearms use
and the specific procedures related
to the documentation of its use, the
conduct of internal investigations,
and the reporting to competent
authorities. Such an approach reflects
the general trend of administrative
law development, aimed at creating
transparent mechanisms for
monitoring the activities of law
enforcement bodies.

In practice, the use of firearms by
police officers appears to be a complex
process requiring not only legal but
also ethical assessment. Circumstances

that pose a threat to the life or health
of police officers themselves or third
parties demand instant decision-
making. In this regard, issues of proper
professional training of personnel, the
development of clear action algorithms
in crisis situations, and ensuring
a sufficient level of legal awareness are
of particular importance. A lack of these
components may result in an excess
of authority, unlawful use of force, or
violations of fundamental human rights,
which, in turn, may lead to disciplinary
as well as judicial responsibility.

The administrative and legal aspect
also covers issues of control and
supervision over compliance by police
officers with the procedures established
by law. An important instrument
here is the conduct of internal service
investigations, the purpose of which is
to verify the legality and justification
of the wuse of firearms. Moreover,
national legislation requires informing
the prosecutor’s office in cases of injury
or death resulting from the use of
firearms, which serves as an additional
guarantee of legal oversight. In this
context, the issue of the effectiveness
of institutional oversight mechanisms
remains relevant, as they are intended
not only to record violations but also to
prevent their occurrence.

At the same time, several problems
should be noted. These include the
absence of clear procedures for
documenting certain cases of firearms
use, insufficient detail regarding the
criteria of proportionality and necessity,
and the need for further improvement of
police training practices. To some extent,
this results in inconsistent application
of administrative and legal norms in
practice, which may lead to different
interpretations and law enforcement
conflicts. Therefore, it is important not
only to improve the legal framework but
also to ensure systematic monitoring of
practice, which will contribute to the
formation of unified standards for police
activities in the sphere of firearms use.
Thus, the procedure, grounds, and
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conditions for the use of firearms by
police officers of Ukraine represent a
complex system of administrative and
legal norms and practical mechanisms
for their implementation. They are
designed to ensure the lawfulness of
law enforcement actions, protect public
safety, and, at the same time, guarantee
the observance of citizens’ rights and
freedoms. Improving this system should
become an important direction for the
development of domestic administrative
law, responding to modern challenges
and enhancing the effectiveness and
transparency of the activities of the
National Police of Ukraine.

Among the key sources of national
legislation governing the use of firearms
by police officers, particular importance
should be given to the Law of Ukraine
On the National Police and the Order
of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of
Ukraine Ne 70 of February 1, 2016, On
Approval of the Instruction on Safety
Measures when Handling Weapons [2].
An analysis of these normative acts
demonstrates that the use of force by
police officers must be proportionate,
correspond to the necessity of its
application in specific circumstances,
and remain strictly within the limits
of reasonable necessity aimed at
preventing the commission of a criminal
offense, ensuring lawful detention, or
assisting in the enforcement of law
in relation to offenders or suspects.
Any excessive or disproportionate
use of force is considered unlawful
and impermissible. According to the
Instruction on Safety Measures when
Handling Weapons, firearms may only
be issued to a police officer who has
taken the Oath of Allegiance to the
Ukrainian people, completed education
in an appropriate institution and/or
undergone initial professional training,
and has been assigned for further
service. Moreover, the officer must
successfully pass examinations on the
material structure of the weapon, the
procedure and rules governing its use,
as well as safety requirements when

handling it, and must demonstrate
proficiency through firearms training
and shooting exercises [2].

Legislation  provides that in
exceptional circumstances a police
officer may resort to the use of

firearms in the following situations: to
repel an attack on a police officer or
members of their family when there
is a threat to their life or health; to
protect individuals from an assault
that endangers their life or health; to
release hostages or persons unlawfully
deprived of liberty; to repel an attack
on protected facilities, convoys,
residential or non-residential premises,
as well as to liberate such objects if
they have been unlawfully seized; to
detain an individual caught in the act of
committing a grave or especially grave
crime who attempts to flee; to detain
a person who resists with weapons,
attempts to escape from custody, or an
armed individual who threatens to use
weapons or other objects dangerous
to life and health; to stop a vehicle
by disabling it if the driver’s actions
create a threat to the life or health
of individuals or police officers; and
to forcibly terminate the flight of an
unmanned aerial vehicle if there are
reasonable grounds to believe that it
is being used for unlawful purposes or
poses a threat to life and health.

At the same time, the law strictly
stipulates that firearm may be used
only after a police officer has issued a
clear warning demanding the cessation
of unlawful actions and informing
of the intention to employ weapons.
Nonetheless, the law provides for
a number of circumstances in which
firearms may be used without prior
warning, including when a detainee
attempts to approach or touch an
officer’s weapon contrary to the
officer’s instructions; during an armed
assault or a sudden attack carried out
with the use of military equipment,
vehicles, or other means threatening
the life or health of people; in cases
where a person detained or arrested
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for committing a grave or especially
grave crime attempts to escape using
a vehicle; when an individual offers
armed resistance; or in order to prevent
an attempt to seize a firearm [1].

In order to ensure a proper and
unambiguous understanding by police
officers of the legislative grounds,
procedures, and conditions for the use
of firearms, it is deemed necessary
to introduce amendments to the Law
of Ukraine on the National Police.
These amendments should, first of all,
provide for the introduction of clear and
consistent definitions of the terms “use
of firearms” (Article 46), “employment
of firearms” (Part 13 of Article 46),
“bringing a weapon to readiness”
(Part 11 of Article 46), “unlawful
actions” (Part 2 of Article 42, Part 5 of
Article 46), as well as “armed resistance”
and «armed assault” (Articles 42, 43,
45, 46). It is also appropriate to exclude
from Part 10 of Article 46 the term
“active use of firearms”, since its legal
content is not properly defined and
may give rise to ambiguity in practice.
Article 46 should further regulate the
circumstances under which a police
officer is obliged to perform a warning
shot prior to employing firearms, as
well as clearly determine the cases in
which police officers may be authorized
to use short-barreled rifled firearms,
rifles, shotguns, or automatic weapons.
In addition, Article 46 should contain
a definitive list of types of ammunition
permitted and prohibited for use, as well
as establish the anatomical areas of the
human body at which police officers
are strictly prohibited from directing
firearm use. The same Article should
also distinguish the circumstances
in which police officers may employ
firearms with the purpose of non-lethal
or lethal impact on a person. Moreover,
it is expedient to impose in Article 46 an
obligation on police officers to promptly
inform close relatives, family members,
or other persons chosen by the
individual against whom firearms have
been used, and to establish the duty

of the bodies and units of the National
Police of Ukraine to provide legal
and psychological assistance to police
officers in cases where firearm use has
entailed fatal or serious consequences.
Finally, Part 13 of Article 46 should
be supplemented with a provision
that signaling an alarm or calling for
reinforcements with the use of firearms
may be carried out exclusively through
firing a shot in a safe direction.

Thus, the analysis of the
administrative and legal foundations
of the use of firearms by police
officers demonstrates the existence
of significant gaps in legal regulation,
which require clear consolidation at
the level of the Law of Ukraine “On
the National Police”. In particular, this
concerns the absence of established
definitions, contradictory wording of
certain provisions, and insufficient
specification of the legal grounds for
the use of firearms. These shortcomings
create  conditions for ambiguous
interpretation of the law, which, in
turn, may lead to legal uncertainty in
the practical activities of police officers.
Therefore, the proposed amendments
to the legislation should be aimed
at establishing a wunified approach
to the definition of legal categories,
procedures, and conditions for the use of
firearms, while simultaneously ensuring
a balance between the protection of
public security and the guarantees of
human rights and freedoms.

Accordingly, the foregoing makes
it possible to state that the majority
of law enforcement personnel neither
in statutes nor in other regulations,
instructions, or  guidelines  have
a legally established form of warning
regarding the intent to use firearms.
As for the application of other coercive
measures, the form of a warning shout
during their use is completely absent in
the current legislation, both for police
officers and other law enforcement
officials. ~Consequently, the range
of verbal formulations employed by
officers is extremely diverse. Moreover,
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in 4.7 % of cases (according to survey
data), law enforcement officers even
before the reform resorted to the use of
obscene language [3, p. 120]. Surveys
of law enforcement units also revealed
that in every third case of applying
firearms, special means, or physical
force, personnel acted without issuing
a prior warning, even though such
a requirement was expressly stipulated
by law.

[t should also be noted that the Law
“On the National Police”, Part 3 of
Article 18 of the Law “On Pre-trial
Detention”, as well as the Rules on the
Use of Special Means by Servicemen
of the National Guard in the Course
of Performing Service Tasks, contain
provisions stipulating that in cases
where the use of force or firearms cannot
be avoided, the possibility of causing
injuries and harm must be minimized
both for offenders and for third
parties. At the same time, statistical
data indicate that only 13.7 % of
the surveyed population stated that
they are aware of the rights of law
enforcement agencies concerning the
use of coercive measures [4, p. 211].
This demonstrates the insufficient level
of legal awareness among citizens and
confirms the necessity for systemic
explanatory work.

Therefore, a timely and properly
articulated warning about the intention
to apply administrative preventive
measures or special means can not
only stop an ongoing offense but
also prevent its occurrence, thereby
minimizing potential harm [5, p. 199].
In this regard, it is reasonable to
support the view that a warning
of the intention to use coercive
measures by law enforcement agencies
performs three key functions, which
are confirmed by the analysis of both
national and international legal acts,
namely: preventive, representative, and
informative [6, p. 48].

Summarizing the above, it can
be concluded that a warning about
the intention to use force by law

enforcement agencies is not only
a form of implementing the principle
of minimizing harm but also serves as
a specific administrative instrument of
a preventive nature, aimed at terminating
unlawful behavior even before the actual
application of coercive measures. It is
precisely in this context that the position
reflected in specialized administrative-
legal literature becomes relevant,
where it is emphasized that among the
measures of administrative restraint
employed by law enforcement bodies,
there is also such a form as an indication
to the offender of the unlawfulness of
their actions and the demand for their
immediate cessation [7, p. 192]. In such
a case, a warning about the intention
to use force performs the function of
a preventive measure, since through a
command or address, a police officer or
a serviceman responsible for maintaining
public order (either individually or while
directing an operation), acting on behalf
of the state and vested with authoritative
powers, issues a binding order to cease
the offense.

Thus, in this situation, the warning
may be regarded as a form of oral
administrative act, the essence of
which lies in the demand to terminate
unlawful actions, while its legal purpose
is to ensure the immediate restoration
of public order and to prevent the
application of more severe coercive
measures [8, p. 191].

Thus, a warning about the
intention to use force or other coercive
measures by law enforcement officers
should be regarded not merely as
a technical or procedural step, but as
a comprehensive administrative-legal
instrument that combines preventive,
regulatory, and  rights-protecting
functions. It performs the role of an
oral administrative act aimed at the
immediate cessation of an offense and
the preservation of public order, while
at the same time ensuring a balance
between the interests of the state and
the necessity of safeguarding human
rights and freedoms. This interpretation
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emphasizes the significance of the
warning as an independent element
within the system of administrative
enforcement measures, capable of
minimizing the need for more severe
forms of coercion.

Conclusions.  The  conducted
analysis of the administrative and
legal aspects of the use of firearms by
police officers of the National Police
of Ukraine confirms that this issue
represents one of the most sensitive
areas of state coercion, directly linked
to the protection of life, health, liberty,
and security of individuals. The study
shows that Ukrainian legislation,
primarily the Constitution of Ukraine,
the Law of Ukraine On the National
Police, and subordinate acts, provides
a general framework regulating the
procedure, grounds, and conditions for
the lawful use of firearms. However,
this framework still contains a number
of  conceptual  gaps, ambiguous
formulations, and insufficiently specified
provisions that create difficulties in
practice and open the way to legal
uncertainty and enforcement conflicts.
An important finding is that warnings
about the intention to use firearms or
other coercive measures should not be
treated as merely technical elements
of police action but rather as integral
administrative-legal instruments that
combine preventive, regulatory, and
protective functions. Their proper
application minimizes the risks of
unlawful harm, ensures transparency
of police actions, and strengthens
public trust in law enforcement bodies.
At the same time, survey data and
analysis of enforcement practice reveal
that in many cases such warnings
are absent or inconsistent, which
undermines the principles of legality
and proportionality. The results of the
study allow us to conclude that further
improvement of the administrative and
legal regulation of firearm use requires:
the introduction of precise definitions
of key legal categories in the Law
of Ukraine On the National Police;

the establishment of uniform standards
for the procedure and documentation
of firearm use; the clear specification
of  proportionality  criteria ~ and
conditions under which firearms may
be used with lethal or non-lethal effect;
strengthening of internal and external
oversight mechanisms; and raising the
level of professional and legal training
of police officers. Ultimately, the proper
development of this system should
ensure a balance between the state’s
duty to maintain public security and its
obligation to guarantee the rights and
freedoms of citizens. By consolidating
a transparent, consistent, and human
rights-oriented legal framework,
Ukraine can strengthen the legitimacy
of police powers, reduce risks of abuse,
and enhance public confidence in law
enforcement institutions.

The article provides a compre-
hensive analysis of the administrative
and legal aspects of the use of
firearms by officers of the National
Police of Ukraine. It emphasizes
that this issue belongs to one of the
most complex and socially significant
areas of law enforcement activity,
as it directly concerns the state’s
exclusive right to legitimate use of
force. It is noted that the legality of
firearm use is determined not only by
the formal compliance with legislative
requirements but also by ensuring
a balance between the objectives
of maintaining public security and
the guarantees of protecting human
rights and freedoms. The Law of
Ukraine “On the National Police”
and subordinate regulations establish
the general [framework governing the
procedure, grounds, and conditions
for the use of [firearms; however,
their practical implementation faces
a number of difficulties. Among them
are the ambiguity of certain provisions,
the absence of uniform approaches
to determining proportionality of
actions, and insufficient specification
of conditions for firearm use in various
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legal situations. This creates risks of
legal uncertainty and complicates the
assessment of the lawfulness of police
behavior by both law enforcement
authorities and the courts. Special
attention is given to the warning of
the intention to use firearms, which
is interpreted not only as a technical
element of police actions but also as
a full-fledged administrative and
legal instrument with a preventive
[unction aimed at stopping the
offense without causing harm. In this
context, the warning is viewed as
an oral administrative act, binding
on the offender, which ensures the
exercise of police powers on behalf
of the state. The article argues that
to improve the effectiveness of law
enforcement in the field of firearm use,
it is necessary to enhance legislative
provisions, introduce unified
standards for documenting firearm

incidents, develop clear criteria
of proportionality, and strengthen
internal  and  external  control

mechanisms over police actions. At
the same time, raising the professional
training level of National Police
officers, both in legal knowledge and
practical firearm skills, is identified as
a key condition for compliance with the
principles of legality, proportionality,
and humanity.

Key words: administrative and
legal support, citizens’ security, use
of weapons, human rights guarantee,
institutional = mechanisms, legality,
National Police of Ukraine, public
safety, law enforcement, human rights,
use of firearms, police powers, law
enforcement management.

Bakyain . Ilopanok i migcraBu
3aCTOCyBaHHA BOrHeMmajJbHOT
30poi y miSIIBHOCTI MOJilEeHCBKUX:
aAMiHiCTPATUBHO-NIPABOBHUA aCHEKT

Y cmammi 30ilicheHO Komnaek-
CHULl aHaai3 admimicmpamusHo-npa-
808UX acnekmis 3aCMOCYBAHHA
B80eHENaAbHOI 36poi  npayisHukamu

Hauionanvnoi noariyii Ykpainu. Haeo-
AowleHo, ujo dama npobaemamura
Harexcumov 00 Haibirbul CKAGOHUX
i BOOHOHQC CYCMIAGHO  BHAUYULUX
cpep npasooxoporHoi dissvbHOCMi,
ockinbKu 6es3nocepedHvo CMOCYemocs
peanizayii 0eprcasod MOHONOALHOZO
npasa Ha ae2imumHe 3ACMOCYBAHHS
cuau. 3a3HAUEHO, W0 NPABOMIPHICMb
BUKOPUCMAHHA B02HeNnaibHoi 30poi
BU3HAUAEMbCA He Auwe @Gopmans-
HUM  O0OMPUMAHHAM  3QKOHOO0QB8YUX
sumoe, a i 3abeaneueqnam bararcy
MidHC 30B80QHHAMU OXOPOHU NYybAiY-
HOl besneku ma eapaumiamu dompu-
MaHHS npas i c8o600 At00UHU. SAKOH
Yrpainu «[Ipo Hayionarvny noaiuiro»
ma ni03aKOHHI aKmu 3aKpPiNnAOOMb
3Q2aNbHI NOAONCECHH S, WO Pe2yitoroms
nopadok, nidcmasu U ymosu 3acmo-
cysanms 36pol, npome ix npakmuuna
peanizayis CMuKaemoecs 3 HUSKOH
mpyonowie. Ceped Hux BUOKpEMAEHO
Heuimkicmeo Oeakux Hopm, 8idcym-
Hicmb €0urux nidxo0die 00 BUHAUEHH S
nponopuyitinocmi  0diti, Hedocmammio
KOHKPemu3auito ymos BUKOPUCMAHH S
36poi Yy pi3HUX NPABOBUX CUMYAUIAX.
Lle cmesoproe pusuku npasogoi Hesu-
3HaueHocmi ma YCKAAOHIOE OUiHKY
npasomipHocmi nosedinKu noaiuei-
CoKUX AK CaMUMU NPABOOXOPOHHUMU
opearamu, mak i cydamu. Oxpemy
ysacy  npudireHo  nonepeodHceHHio
npo Hamip sacmocysarus 36poi, sKe
MpaKmyemovca He Auule [K mex-
HiuHuL earemenm noaiyeticokux O0il,
a AK NOBHOUIHHUL aOMIHiCMpPamusHo-
npasosuil (HCMpYmMenm, wo mae npe-
BEHMUBHULL XapaKmep i CNpAMOBAHUL
HQ NPUNUHEHHA npasonopyulerns 6e3
3anodianna wKkodu. ¥ uvomy KOH-
mexcmi  nonepedycenHs  po3eanda-
emocsa AK YcHull adminicmpamusHuil
akm, 0608’ 83K08uUll OAsl BUKOHAHHSL,
akutl 3abesneuye peaiidauiro 84a0-
HUX NOBHOBANCEHb NOAIUelCbKo20 8i0
imeni Oepocasu. ¥ cmammi 06rpyH-
MmosaHo, ujo 048 nidsuwjeHHs egek-
mugHocmi npaso3acmocy8amms
Yy cghepi sukopucmanH 80eHENANbHOL
36poi HeobxiOHUM € BOOCKOHAAEHHS
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3aKOH00ABUUX HOPM, 3aNPOBAONEHH S
€0unux  cmaudapmie  JoKymeHmy-
8aHHA 8UNadKi8 3ACMOCYBAHHSA, PO3-
pobka uimkux Kpumepiie nponopuiii-
HOCMI, & MAKOMC NOCUNCHHS CUCMEMU
BHYMPIULHLO20 | 308HIULHLO20 KOHMP-
oato 3a diamu noxiyeicokux. Boduo-

yac nidsuwienns pisHa npogecitinoi

nideomosku ocobosoeo ckaady Hauyi-
OHQAbHOI noaiyii y cgepi npasosux
3HAHb | NPAKMUYHUX HABULOK 3ACMO-
cysamms 36poi posessdacmoecs K
KAI0408a YMOBQ OOMPUMAHHA NPUH-
Yyuni8 3aKOHHOCMI, NPONOPUILiHOCMI
ma eymaniamy.

KuarouoBi cJjoBa: aaMiHicTpaTHB-
HO-paBoBe  3a0e3nedeHHsl, Oe3neka
rpoMajasiH, BUKOPUCTaHHSA 36poi, rapas-
Til MpaB JIOIUHY, {HCTUTYLIMHI MeXaHis-
MM, 3aKOHHicTb, HauioHajbHa moJiLis
Ykpainu, ny6siuHa Oesneka, npaBosa-
CTOCYBaHHS, MpaBa JIOAWHH, 3aCTOCY-
BaHHS1 BOTHeNaJbHO! 30poi, NoJileHChKi
TIOBHOBa)KE€HHS, YIpaBJiHHS B MpaBo-
OXOpOHHIH cepi.
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