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Functions of legal guarantees of the rights and freedoms of human and citizen

In accordance with the functions of legal guarantees, in the legal literature, it is rather common to divide the
latter into guarantees: implementation; protection; protection of individual rights and freedoms. In addition,
the fundamental rights of freedom of man and citizen are fixed at the constitutional level as directly acting,
which gives them the highest legal force with regard to law-making, law-enforcement, law enforcement activ-
ities of all state bodies and officials. Realization of rights and freedoms is impossible without their protection,
there is no such right that would not need protection. Under the protection of rights and freedoms, one should
understand the state of lawful realization of rights and freedoms under the control of state bodies, public or-
ganizations, officials, but without their intervention. Measures for the protection of rights and freedoms oper-
ate in conditions where the exercise of rights and freedoms is difficult, but the rights and freedoms are not yet
violated. One of the defining criteria for the difference between «protection» and «protection» is the form of
activity of the relevant actors involved in ensuring rights and freedoms. In many respects, the guarantees of
the realization of rights and freedoms are provided by the possibilities of guarantees of protection and protec-
tion. Thus, we can draw the following conclusion that the existence of a law-based state is in itself a legal
guarantee in a broad sense, since it is in such a state that «a genuine triumph of law and law, the inviolability
of the rights and freedoms of citizens» is ensured. It is the rule of law that has as its goal the most complete
guarantee of the rights and freedoms of man and citizen.

Keywords: legal guarantees, functions of legal guarantees, the realization rights and freedoms of human,
guarantees for the protection rights and freedoms of citizen, guarantees for the protection of the rights and
freedoms of the individual.

The classification criterion (sign) of the division of guarantees in general is the most diverse, the same
can be said with reference to the functions of legal guarantees.

So, in accordance with the functions of legal guarantees, in the legal literature, it is common enough to
divide the latter into guarantees: 1) implementation; 2) protection; 3) protection of the rights and freedoms of
the individual [1; 13].

So, according to N.A. Bobrova «The means that contribute to the desired maximum of the state-legal
phenomenon, act as «guarantees for», i.e. as a means to ensure the realization of the individual's subjective
rights. «The funds that prevent the emergence of negative factors in the social» environment «of state and
legal norms (or at least neutralize these factors) act as guarantees against» safeguards against abuses, etc.
These safeguards include means of protection and protection.

Almost all scientists to the first group of legal guarantees, according to their functions, include the rules
of law that establish the grounds for the appearance of certain rights and freedoms, their limits, the proce-
dure for implementing procedural procedures for implementation, including the legal facts with which it is
associated.

So, the very fact of their recognition by the state and the corresponding regulatory legal regulation can
be the basis for the emergence of certain rights and freedoms of the individual. In addition, the fundamental
rights of freedom of human and citizen are fixed at the constitutional level as directly acting, which gives
them the highest legal force with regard to law-making, law-enforcement, law enforcement activities of all
state bodies and officials.

The question of the extent to which rights and freedoms are realized by the individual, in our opinion,
should be viewed from the point of specifying and detailing the limits of constitutional rights and freedoms.
For example, V.N. Vitruk in the structure of legal guarantees for the realization of rights and freedoms sin-
gled out as an independent form — the specification of the limits (boundaries) of rights, duties and legitimate
interests of the individual [2; 58].

N.S. Bondar, considering issues related to municipal rights and freedoms of a citizen, in our view, quite
rightly notes that, accordingly, the rights and freedoms at the local level should be consolidated by their con-
stitutional justification, both their concretization, and the establishment of a procedure, the implementation
of relevant rights at the local level [3; 264].
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The detailed nature of authority, in turn, occurs in two forms:

— firstly, by direct definition of possible variants of behavior. Thus, the definition of the boundaries of
the content of freedom of conscience takes place through the granting of the individual's right to profess in-
dividually or jointly with others any religion or not to profess any, freely choose, have and disseminate reli-
gious and other beliefs and act in accordance with them.

— secondly, the specification of the boundaries of the content of constitutional rights and freedoms is
carried out by pointing to a set of guarantees ensuring the proper exercise by citizens of constitutional rights.

An important condition for the correct evaluation of the scope and scope of constitutional rights and
freedoms by the individual is a legal culture that enables active action to be taken in choosing the most ac-
ceptable behavior option aimed at the exercise of rights and freedoms. In addition, the level of political and
legal culture of citizens is determined by how correctly the individual understands the limits, the boundaries
of the exercise of constitutional rights and freedoms.

The implementation of constitutional rights and freedoms is not limited to the activities of competent
actors to ensure the implementation of the rights and freedoms of citizens. An important role in the imple-
mentation of legal objectives is played by the owner of the right himself, aimed at the commission of lawful
acts on the exercise of constitutional rights and freedoms. The realization of individual rights is largely de-
termined by the personal attitude to their rights of the subjects of these rights. For «the realization of an abso-
lute majority of rights requires the manifestation of at least a minimum of activity of the subjects». The issu-
ance by law enforcement agencies of the necessary legal acts necessary to create the conditions for the cor-
rect, unhindered, safe implementation of the rights and freedoms of the individual constitutes its procedural
and procedural order. However, in our opinion, it is necessary to remember that self-regulation by a person
of one's behavior does not lose its value in the framework of procedural and procedural traditions of the real-
ization of human and citizen's rights and freedoms. Participants in an orderly social relation in these cases
will coordinate their behavior with this decision, which contains an indication of a personal measure of pos-
sible behavior [4; 7].

The procedural and procedural order of implementation of subjective rights, as is known, includes the
issuance by law enforcement agencies of certain competent bodies. Acts are designed to create conditions for
correct, unhindered, safe, and therefore, if necessary, controlled implementation of individual rights. Such an
order should always be legislatively clearly regulated. Procedural and procedural order of realization of the
rights and freedoms of the individual, carried out by the competent authorities, can not be considered in iso-
lation, let alone oppose the process of the individual's understanding of the scope and boundaries of the con-
tent of his rights. These are links of the same chain. These types of activities are important guarantees for
citizens to perform lawful actions to implement constitutional rights and freedoms.

Considering the legal guarantees of the realization of the rights and freedoms of the individual, or rather
their elements, A.N. Savitskaya and V.G. Sokurenko points out that this concept includes: legal facts, the
presence of which is necessary for the emergence of subjective law; — means that determine the boundaries
of subjective law and the limits of its implementation; — Means of concretization of rights, freedoms and du-
ties; — means providing procedural forms for the exercise of rights and freedoms of citizens [5; 75].

In the opinion of N.V. Vitruk, the elemental composition of these guarantees includes those stipulated
by legislation: the specification of the limits (boundaries) of rights, duties and legitimate interests; — the legal
facts with which their implementation is linked; — procedural forms of realization of the rights of citizens; —
incentive measures and benefits [6; 105].

A different position is held by K.B. Tolkachev, who believes that the very delineation of legal guaran-
tees for guarantees of implementation and guarantees of protection (defense) carries a very significant ele-
ment of conventionality, although it does not deny the legitimacy of such a statement of the issue for re-
search purposes. Realization of rights and freedoms is impossible without their protection, there is no such
right that would not need protection. Security guarantees, which are structural elements of the mechanism for
ensuring rights and freedoms, are at the same time guarantees for their implementation, that is, they can not
exist outside the framework of the realization of rights and freedoms [7; 46].

As for the second type of legal guarantees in accordance with their functions - there is also no guarantee
of protection of a common opinion in science. The question, first of all, rests on the definition of the catego-
ries «protection» and «protection» themselves, which are often used without disclosing the content and do
not fully reflect the essence of the circle of human rights relations.

According to some authors, under the guarantees of the protection of individual rights and freedoms in
society, it is necessary to understand the norms that establish control and supervisory functions of state bod-

16 BecTHuk KaparaHauHckoro yHvusepcuTeTa



Functions of legal guarantees of the rights and freedoms...

ies and bodies of public organizations, as well as precautionary rules that determine the extent of responsibil-
ity of the obligated persons and bodies, if their actions or inaction hinder the normal exercise of the rights
and freedoms of the individual. Of course, the guarantees of protection have the immediate task of restoring
the already violated rights, measures and means for their restoration, i.e. In accordance with this position,
before the violation of rights, protection measures followed, after - protection measures. Guarantees for the
restoration of the violated right are examined here through guarantees of protection in a single meaning of
their meaning. This position is controversial. Measures to protect rights and freedoms can not be applied af-
ter they have been violated, because they already need not to be defended, but to be restored. Under the pro-
tection of rights and freedoms, one should understand the state of lawful realization of rights and freedoms
under the control of state bodies, public organizations, officials, but without their intervention. Negative fac-
tors are absent or insignificant and do not require the inclusion of measures to protect rights and freedoms.
Measures for the protection of rights and freedoms operate in conditions where the exercise of rights and
freedoms is difficult, but the rights and freedoms are not yet violated. However, from our point of view, the
position of I.V. Rostovshchikov and Kh.A. Timershin, who, disagreeing with this, believe that the allocation
of guarantees for the restoration of rights and freedoms is only an excessive theorizing that will only confuse
the existing notion, since traditionally the restoration of the violated right has been completely covered by
the notion of protection. Moreover, it is not clear what the authors understand under protection, describing it as
an active interference in the implementation process by state bodies and officials with the aim of eliminating
negative aspects that make it difficult or impossible to exercise personal constitutional rights and freedoms.

In our opinion, security guarantees should occupy a special place in the conditions of the formation of
civil society, the rule of law. However, these guarantees alone are not sufficient to neutralize possible con-
flicts between officials and citizens, state bodies among themselves in the sphere of ensuring the rights and
freedoms of the individual. Thus, one of the defining criteria for the difference between «protection» and
«protection» is the form of activity of the relevant actors involved in the enforcement of rights and freedoms.

The application of the protection of the rights and freedoms of citizens means active intervention in the
process of their implementation on the part of the said entities with a view to eliminating the negative aspects
that make it difficult or impossible to exercise rights and freedoms, as well as their restoration in case of vio-
lations. Under the conditions of the guarantee of protection, the activities of state bodies, public organiza-
tions and officials are expressed mainly in the exercise of control and supervisory functions, in the improve-
ment of legislation, taking into account the development of rights and freedoms of citizens, in the work to
raise the level of legal awareness.

In general, the concept of «protection of the law» in law is often quite abstract and means the possibility
of the state, its bodies to protect certain rights, without specifying whether it is a question of protecting vio-
lated rights or guarantees, forms of implementation of certain unbreakable rights.

Rights and freedoms are protected all the time, but they are protected only when they are violated. Pro-
tection is the moment of protection, one of its forms. These concepts do not match. Security is the establish-
ment of a general legal regime, and protection is the measures that are taken in cases where civil rights are vio-
lated or challenged. Of course, the means (measures) of protection and the means (measures) of protection do
not occur in a pure form, as the measures of protection to some extent perform the functions of protection.

In our opinion, the most correct position will be the one according to which the very notions of «protec-
tiony», «protection» are independent, although they are connected in the process of ensuring rights and free-
doms with each other. That is, in some cases, convergent and coincident, in others relatively isolated and ex-
isting quite independently.

In many respects, the guarantees of the realization of rights and freedoms are provided by the possibili-
ties of guarantees of protection and protection. This is understandable, because legal means of protection and
protection are designed, in the final analysis, to promote the lawful and most expedient use by citizens of the
rights granted to them. At the same time, given that the provision of rights and freedoms is a system for
guaranteeing them, including guarantees of protection and protection, the position of some authors, who un-
derstand by this term only guarantees of protection or only guarantees of protection, seems to be incorrect.

In general, the guarantees of protection can be determined through the institution of mutual responsibil-
ity of citizens and the state. It is in this area that the imbalance in the mutual duties and responsibilities of the
state and citizens has clearly manifested itself. Until recently, citizens' responsibility to the state was much
more effective. Obligations and responsibility of the state to citizens, in particular to strengthen the guaran-
tees of their political and personal rights and freedoms, were more often declared than supported by the rele-
vant legal mechanisms.
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Obligations of the state arising and existing in connection with the granting of rights and freedoms to its
citizens, as a rule, find their expression in the aggregate of the various guarantees written in the law, i.e.
those conditions and opportunities that the state can and undertakes to create and submit to citizens for the
practical implementation of the rights and freedoms proclaimed by the state.

This type of legal guarantees plays, perhaps, the most important role in protecting rights and freedoms
from illegal actions of entities designed to create the most favorable conditions for citizens to exercise their
rights and freedoms. It should be noted that for the owners of rights and freedoms, the guarantees of their
protection, in the stated aspect, are not a factor restraining the process of realizing these rights. On the con-
trary, the task that these guarantees fulfill is precisely to create the most suitable conditions for the citizens to
freely exercise the rights granted to them [8; 256].

The next element of the security guarantees was the norms that establish the control and supervisory
functions of state bodies and bodies of public organizations.

Control and surveillance activities are defined as a set of control mechanisms that help determine the
compliance of people's behavior with social norms; stimulates positive, useful for society activities and
warns of negative. As a guarantee of protection, we also named precautionary norms. A considerable amount
of scientific work has been devoted to the prevention of offenses, however, disputes regarding the definition
of the concept are still being pursued.

In our opinion, guarantees for the protection of citizens' rights and freedoms can not be reduced to a
combination of means that prevent and prevent violations of these rights by others.

In this sense, an interesting position in the literature is that, according to this, these guarantees fulfill
two functions:

— the first - prevent the violation (establish boundaries) of rights and freedoms on the part of subjects
obligated to citizens;

— the second - prevent facts of abuse of rights by their owners (citizens, officials).

In the latter case, legal guarantees for the protection of rights and freedoms are designed to correct the
behavior of a person within certain requirements. This does not entail the restriction of citizens in their
rights. Ensuring the correct use of a rule is impossible without its protection from possible misuse. At the
same time, safeguard guarantees promote the correct implementation of norms by one's own presence. Thus,
the main difference between legal guarantees of protection and legal guarantees for the realization of rights
and freedoms is that, in fulfilling the task of preventing and preventing any infringement of their rights, the
guarantees of protection are ultimately aimed at ensuring the direct realization of rights and freedoms. While
legal guarantees of implementation create favorable conditions for the actual implementation of rights and
freedoms.

Restoration of the rights and freedoms of the individual, as a rule, in the broadest sense is understood as
a reaction of the state to the violated right of a citizen. A state that aspires to become a legal state can not fail
to react to violations of the citizens' rights proclaimed by it in this form, since this would contradict its es-
sence and purposes. As noted earlier, this is a defining feature of security guarantees [9; 80].

The guarantees of protection are aimed at eliminating the consequences of the offense and exhaustively
resolve the issue that caused their application, for example, as a result of their implementation, the violated
subjective law is completely restored and can be characterized as the primary legal norms having a limited
program - restoring the violated right of imposing on a person, any punishment, penalty.

In conclusion, it is necessary to identify the following conclusions:

— legal guarantees can be implemented to varying degrees by all participants in public relations - state
bodies, public associations, officials and citizens;

— legal guarantees in accordance with the functions performed are conditionally divided into guarantees
of implementation, guarantees of protection and guarantees for the protection of individual rights and free-
doms. In many ways, it is through legal guarantees that effective implementation of both protection and pro-
tection of individual rights and freedoms is possible, since it is precisely through legal norms in which the
appropriate means and methods are indicated that this procedure takes place;

— legal guarantees establish the limits, the boundaries of the rights and freedoms of the individual, and
this is an indispensable element of the existence of the individual in society, this is the function of guarantee;

—the existence of a law-governed state is in itself a legal guarantee in a broad sense, since it is in
such a state that «the true triumph of law and law, the inviolability of the rights and freedoms of citizens»
is ensured. It is the rule of law that has as its goal the most complete guarantee of the rights and freedoms of
man and citizen;
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—legality, as one of the signs of a law-based state, creates a real basis for the exercise of rights and
freedoms. Legal guarantees of human and citizen's rights and freedoms and guarantees of legality are inextri-
cably linked phenomena. Their demarcation is possible only logically in scientific knowledge. Strengthening
and guaranteeing the exact realization by citizens of their rights and obligations is the most important means
of strengthening the rule of law. Thus, compliance with laws is one of the main conditions for ensuring for
every citizen a real opportunity to enjoy the rights and freedoms granted to him;

—all legal guarantees act in aggregate, forming an integral system with internal unity that contributes
and is called upon to serve the process of realizing, securing, protecting and protecting the rights and free-
doms of the individual. Systemic consideration of any complex social phenomenon allows us to see and take
into account both the common features of all the structural units that make up the system and their peculiari-
ties: on the one hand, the rule of law, which establishes rights and obligations, requires certain guarantees; on
the other, fixing the rule of behavior and procedure, the very rule of law is a guarantee. That is why, in our
opinion, we can define legal guarantees as the most important means of ensuring the rights and freedoms of
the individual in modern conditions.

Legal guarantees can exist only in the framework of certain rules, procedures, giving them a clear, or-
derly character. Outside such procedures established by law, legal guarantees lose certainty and acquire an
off-legal form, which gives rise to extremely adverse consequences.
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J.K. PycrembekoBa

AJ1aM K9He a3aMATThIH KYKBIKTAPbl MeH 00CTAHABIKTAPHIH KAMTAMAaChI3
eTeTiH KYKBIKTBIK KeNUIAIKTepAiH pyHKuusiapbl

KyYKBIKTBIK KenminmikTepaiH (yHKOUsUIapblHAa COMKeC, KYKBIKTHIK oflcOMeTTe OJapibl ICKe achlpy, KOpFay,
JKEKE TYJIFaHbIH KYKBIKTapbl MEH OOCTAaHIBIKTAPbIH KOPFay KemiigikTepine 0oy sKeTKiTiKTi Tapanrad. bynan
6acka, aJaMHBIH JKOHE a3aMaTThlH SPKiHIITHIH HEeri3ri KYKbIKTaphl TiKeJael SpeKeT Tyl KOHCTHTYLHSIIBIK,
neHreiine OenrijeHeni, o OapibIK MEMJICKETTIK OpraHaap MeH Jiaya3bIMAbl TYJIFAJIap/bIH 3aHIIbIFapYIIbI,
3aHIBIOPBIH/AYIIBI, KYKBIKKOPFay KbI3METiH KaMTaMachl3 €TYre KaThICThI €H JKOFapbl 3aHAbl KYIIKE He
Oonazpl. AfaM KYKBIKTaphl MEH OOCTaHABIKTapBIH XKY3eTre achIpy IIeTi Typajbl MoceNeHi, Oi3/iH miKipiMisre,
KOHCTHTYIIMSUIBIK KYKBIKTap MEH OOCTAaHIBIKTap IIEKTEPiH HAKThUIAy JKOHE OOIIIeKTey TYPFHICBIHAH
KapacTeIpy KaxeT. KyKbIKTap/p! skoHe 00CTaHIBIKTap bl iCKe achIpy, oJlapAbl KOpFaMaiibIHIIa, MyMKIH eMec,
KOpFaylbl KaXeT eTHeHTIH KYKBIK KOK. KyKbIkTap MeH OOCTaHABIKTapAbl KOpFay el MEMIIEKETTIK
OpraHziapiblH, KOFaMIbIK YHBIMIAPIbIH, Jlaya3bIMIObl aJaMaapiblH OakpllaybIMeH, OipaK —oap.blH
apajacybIMEH eMeC, KYKBIKTap MEH OOCTaHABIKTap/bl 3aH/bl KYiige jKy3ere achpy Jel TYCIHI€H JKOH.
KykbIKTap MeH OOCTaHIBIKTapAbl iCKe achlpy KUbIHAAFaH JKaFlaiaa, anaina KyKbIK NeH OOCTaHIBIK oui
Oy3puiMaraH Ooiica, KYKBIKTap MEH OOCTaHIBIKTapAbl KOpray IMiapanapbl opeker ererdi. «Kopray» sxoHe
«KOPFaHbIC» apachlHJarbl aWbIPMAIIBUIBIKTBI ANKbIHAAWTBIH KpHUTEpUinepAiH Oipi — KYKBIKTap MeH
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GocTaHAbIKTApAbl KAMTaMachl3 €TYre KaThICAThIH COMKeC CYOBEeKTiNep KbI3METiHIH Typi OO TaObUIagbl.
KykpikTap MeH OoCTaHIBIKTapIbl iCKe achlpy KEHUIAIKTepi KOMUIUIriHae KOpFaHbIC IeH KOopray
KeMUIIIKTepiHiH MyMKiHAIKTepiMeH KaMmTamachl3 erineni. COHbIMEH, KYKBIKTHIK MEMJICKETTIH OMip CYpyiHiH
031, KCH MarbplHA/la, KYKBIKTHIK KEMUIIK OONIaJbl JETeH KOPBITBIHIBI jKacayra Ooyiaabl, ce6ebi OChIHIai
MEMIJICKETTE «KYKBIK IICH 3aHHBIH, a3aMaTTapiblH KYKBIKTapbl MEH OGOCTaHABIKTAPBIHBIH OY3bLIMaybIHBIH
LIBIHAMBI CajiTaHaThl KaMTaMachl3 eTiieni». KYKbIKTHIK MEMIICKET KaHa aJiaM JKOHE a3aMaTThIH KYKBIKTaphl
MeH GOCTaH/IBIKTApbIH TOJIBIKTAH KaMTaMachl3 €Tyl MaKcaT eTeli.

Kinm ce30ep.: KYKbIKTBIK KeNIAIKTEP, KYKBIKTBIK KSHULIIKTepAiH QyHKUUSIAPbI, aJaMHbIH KYKBIKTaphl MEH
0OCTaHIBIKTAPbIH ICKE achIpy, a3aMaTTap/blH KYKbIKTapbl MEH OOCTaHABIKTAPbIH KOpFay KeMIAIKTepi, jKeKe
TYJIFaHbIH KYKBIKTapbl MEH OOCTaHABIKTapbIH CAKTAy KEIILIKTepi.

J.K. PycrembexoBa

DOYyHKIUM WPUIHYECKUX FapaHTHil 00ecnievyeHust
NpaB M cB0O0O/ YeJIOBEKA U IPAKIAHUHA

B cootBercTBHM ¢ QYHKUMAMH IOPUIMYECKUX FapaHTUH B IOPUANYECKOH JIMTEpAType JOCTATOYHO PacIpo-
CTPAaHEHHBIM CYMTAETCS JICJCHHME IIOCIEIHNX Ha IapaHTHU: PEAIN3ALMH; 3aIUThI; OXPaHbl IPaB U CBOOOX
anuHocTH. Kpome Toro, ocHOBHBIE IpaBa CBOOO/IbI UENIOBEKA M IPAXKIAHUHA 3aKPEIUICHB! HA KOHCTUTYLOH-
HOM YpOBHE KaK HEHNOCPEICTBEHHO AEHCTBYIOIINE, YTO MPUAACT UM BBHICHIYIO IOPHANYECKYIO CHIIy B OTHO-
IIEHUH IPABOTBOPYECKOI, NPABOUCIIOIHUTENBHOM, MPAaBOOXPAHUTEILHON NEITENBHOCTH BCEX TOCYAApCT-
BEHHBIX OPTaHOB U JOJDKHOCTHBIX JIMIL. Borpoc o mpenenax peanu3anuu IpaB U cBOOO JIMYHOCTHIO, MO Ha-
IeMy MHEHHIO, CJIeyeT pacCMaTpUBATh C MTO3MIUH KOHKPETU3ALUH 1 JEeTaM3allN [IPEIeSIOB KOHCTHTYIIH-
OHHBIX TIPaB ¥ cBoOOA. Peanu3auus npas 1 cBoOO HEBO3MOXKHA 0€3 MX OXPaHbI, HET TAKOTO MPaBa, KOTOPOE
He HykJajochk Obl B oxpane. [Tos oxpaHoi npaB 1 cBOOOA ClieyeT IOHUMATh COCTOSHUE IPaBOMEPHOIl pea-
JIM3aLUHU 1IPaB U CBOOOJ MO KOHTPOJIEM IOCYAapCTBEHHBIX OPIaHOB, OOIIECTBEHHBIX OPraHU3ALMIA, 1OIKHO-
CTHBIX JIMI, HO 03 MX BMeIIaTeNbCTBA. Mephl Xe 3alIUThl IIpaB U cBOOOJ NCHCTBYIOT B YCIOBHSX, KOTIaA
peanu3anus mpaB ¥ cBOOO 3aTpyIHEHA, HO IIpaBa M CBOOO/H! elle He HapymeHsl. OXHUM U3 ONpeessIomux
KPHUTEPHEB PA3INIUS «3ALIUTBD) U «OXPAHBD) ABISIETCS (OopMa JeITEILHOCTH COOTBETCTBYIOMINX CYOBEKTOB,
Y4JacTBYIOIIUX B 00ECIIEYeHHH TIpaB U cBOOOX. Bo MHOroM rapanTumn peanusanuu npas u cBo0ox obecredun-
BAIOTCSI BO3MOXHOCTSIMU TapaHTHH OXpaHbI U 3aIUTHL. TakuM 00pa3oM, MOKHO CHENaTh BEIBOJ, YTO CyIIe-
CTBOBaHHE NPAaBOBOrO rOCYIAapCTBa SBIACTCA CaMo IO cebe IOpHIUYECKON rapaHTHeil B IIMPOKOM CMBbICIIE,
TaK KaKk MMEHHO B TAKOM TOCYHapCTBE «00eCIeYnBaeTCsl NOUIMHHOE TOPKECTBO MPaBa M 3aKOHA, He3blOe-
MOCTb IIpaB M cBOOOJ TpakiaH». IMEHHO NpaBOBOE rOCYJapCTBO MMEET CBOEH IieNblo Hauboiee MOJIHOEe
oOecrieueHne paB ¥ CBOOO YeJIOBEKa U IpaXKIaHUHA.

Knoueswvie cnosa: OPUIUICCKUE IrapaHTUuu, q)yHKIII/II/I IOPpUINICCKUX rapaHTHﬁ, peanm3anus npaB U CB06OZ[
YCJIOBCKA, rapaHTUU 3allIUTLI ITpaB 1 CBO6OII T'paxxJiaH, rapainTuy OXpaHbl IIpaB U CB060Z[ JIMYHOCTH.
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