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Cmambs nocBsAuLeHa NOCAeOHEMY, KOHCEPBAMUBHOMY B HOAUMUKO-NPABOBOM ACHEKINE, JMANY B UCHIO-
puu Bepxosrozo cyoa CIIA. Asmop uccaedyem npakmuky Bepxosroeo cyoa CIIIA, Bbidersem makue KOH-
CMUMYYUOHHbLE OOKIMPUHDL, KAK «CYBEPEHHDL UMMYHUMEM», «HAOAEHAUAs NPABOBAS NPOUedypa», «noo-
pasymeBaembie NOAHOMOHUS», «000pas BOASL WAMAMOB», NPOCAEHUBASL UX IBOAOYUUIO, XAPAKIEPU3Yen
npaBoBble no3uyuy cyoei. 3Ha4eHue OGHHO MeMbl — B PACCMOMPEHULU COBPEMEHHDLX NPABOBLLY HPUHYUNOB
U noHAMUIL ABmop 06pamuics K cyOeOHOlL NpakmuKe u packpbil KOHCepBAMUBHDLE B HOAUMUKO-NPABOBOM
cmbicae acnekmbpt OesmerbHocmy Bepxosrozo cyoa CLIA. C mouku 3peHus cyoe6Ho memo0oi02ul Boidee-
Hbl MEKCMYAAUSM U OPUOMUHAAUSM KaK MemoObl UHMEpNpemayil, UCHOAb3yeMbie KOHCepBamopamu. As-
Mop CMamby NPUX00UM K BbiBOOAM 0 0ydAu3Me B OesmeibHOCMU BepxoBH020 cyda u norazaem, 4mo ucmo-
puHeckoe Hacaedue cy0e0H020 AKMUBUMA He MOXem Obimb NepecMOmpeHo.

Karouesoie croBa: MemoOvt uHmepnpemayuu, Cy0eOHbili KOHCePBAMU3M, Cy0eOHbILL AKIMUBU3M, CY0eOHOe
npaBomsopHecmBo, cy0ebHoe caMooepaHuHe e, MeKCYAAU3M, Ae2UMUMALUs HOBbLY NPAB, 00KMPUHA CYBe-
PEHHO020 UMMYHUMEeMd, CYOeOHbLL MUHUMANUSM.
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This article canalized last period Supreme Court’s history. Specific feature the time is judicial conser-
vatism. Author concentrated on judicial doctrines «due process of law», «sovereign immunity», «implied
powers» and «good faith of states». The value of this theme is in investigation of modern law definitions
and principles. The author studies U.S. Supreme Court’s role in policy and characterized law positions of
some Justices too. Practice and court opinions also investigated. Court activities were analyzed through
historical facts and law tendencies. Interpretation function always provided in Court’s activity. « Textual-
ism» and «Originalism» as main conceptions interpretation dominated amidst of conservative Justices.
This method is danger of stability American law because the menace of disappearance the results progres-
sive activity for centuries is strengthening. On the other side different views on interpretation and more
generally on law are not insurmountable. This is genuine sign of American Law. Improvement of Ameri-
can law and accommodation to new social and economic conditions too. To review and change the results
of interpretation is impossible.
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