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Budpnsnues

Angpeii Onerogu, K Bormpocy o Tejieonornyeckom

acnupaxT dakynsTera npaga

HauuoHanbHoro uccne0BaTeNbekoro TOHKOBaHI/II/I aKTI/IBHOCTI/I Cyﬂa

yHuBepcuTeTa «Bbiclwas WKkona

3koHoMuKkn» (HUY BLUI) 110 HeHaM 06 OCHapI/IBaHI/II/I
lawfacult(@hse.
o HOPMATMBHBIX ITPABOBBIX AKTOB

AKTUBHOCTD CyJla — CYIIHOCTHO-OCIIapuBaeMoe MOHSITHE, KOTOpOe OyIeT BCeria ocrmapuBaThes Mpo-
LIeCCyaluCTaMU B TIOMBITKAX HAUTU Haubosiee yoauHyo AeUHULIMIO. ABTOp aHAJIM3UPYET aKTUBHOCTh
cyzia MmyTeM TeJIeoJIOrMYecKOro TOJKOBaHUs 10 aejiaM 00 ocriapMBaHUKM HOPMATHBHBIX MPABOBBIX AKTOB.
B pesynbrate aHanm3sa cyneOHON MTPaKTUKKM aBTOP TTPUXOIUT K BBIBOAY, UYTO CYIbl pACCMATPUBAIOT aKTHUB-
HOCTb CyJIa 110 JieJiaM 00 OClapMBaHUU HOPMATUBHBIX MIPABOBBIX AKTOB KaK TUCKPELUIO Cy/Ia B LIEJISIX OKa-
3aHMS TTIOMOIIIM OTHOM U3 CTOPOH. ABTOP MPUBOIUT apTyMEHTHI contra K TAKOMY MOIXOAY U B pe3yJibTaTe
JieTaeT BBIBOML O HEOOXOIMMOCTH HOPMATUBHOTO 3aKPETUICHUS TEJI€O0JIOTMYeCKOTO OObSICHEHUST aKTUBHO-
CTU Cyla — JIJIsl OKa3aHUsI TpaXkIaHUHY COIEHCTBHSI B peal3alliK eTro MPOLECCyaTbHBIX MPaB.

KiioueBbie ci10Ba: NpUHIMITBI aAMUHUCTPATUBHOTO CYIONMPOU3BOICTBA, aKTUBHASI POJIb Cyla B MPO-
1iecce, AMCIO3UTUBHOCTD, COCTI3aTeIbHOCTh, OOBEKTUBHASI UCTHHA.
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The term “court activity” will, in all likelihood, forever remain the subject of discussion among scholars
of procedural law seeking a more appropriate designation. The author analyses court activity by teleologi-
cally interpreting the cases of challenging normative legal acts. Having analysed court practice, the author
establishes that courts view court practice in cases of challenging normative legal acts as discretion of the
court with the goal of providing help to one of the parties. The author then provides counterarguments to this
approach and reaches the conclusion, that teleological interpretation of court activity should become fixed
in legislation in order to assist the citizen with the realisation of his or her procedural rights.
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