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[Ipedcmas.ieHHAss HAY4HAs cMambsi CO0epHCUmM aHaAU3
makozo gascHetiwezo anemeHma npasogo-2o
pezyauposamus cy0e6Ho20 HOPMOKOHMPO/S, KAK Kpumepuu,
nocpedcmeom KomopblX yCmMaHaeAu8a-emcsi Hajauyue u/au
omcymcmeue y JAuyd npasa HA OCNAPUBAHUE NPABOBO20
akma. B cmamve ompadxceHbl 38040YUS 3AKpenjaeHusl
0aHHO20 80npoca 8 3aKoHodamesbcmee, MHO202PAHHOCMb
HayyHoU OUCKyccuu u 8 HeKomopoll cmeneHu ee U3AUWHSA
meopemu3upo8aHHOCMb, d MAKXce Nnpomueopevusocms

coomeem-cmayruwux npasogvix nosuyutl
KoxncmumyyuonHozo Cyda Pocculickoli ®edepayuu u
BepxosHozo Cyda Poccutickoii Pedepayuu. OmdeavHoe

BHUMAHUE 006pawjaemcsi HA NOJ/0XCUMEAbHble U3MeHeHUsl,
Kacamwu-ecsi pacwupeHus hpasa HA obpawjeHue 8 cyd ¢
AOMUHUCMPAMUBHbBIM UCKOBbIM 30A518/1EHUEM 0OMOe/NbHbIX
JO/IHCHOCMHbBIX /UY 0p2aHO8 20CydapcmeeHHOol eadcmu U
MeCmH020 CaMoynpas/eHusi 05 3auumsl hpas, c8o60d u
30KOHHbLIX UHMepeco8 2paxcddH, 4mo 8 NoJHOU Mepe
Koppeaupyemcsi ¢ npogosaaawdemvimMu 8 Pocculickoli
®edepayuu KOHCMUMYYUOHHO-NPABOBLIMU YEHHOCMSIMU.

Katouessle c108a: koHcmumyyuoHHble npasa u c80600bl
yesn08eKka U 2paxcodHuHd, CcydebHblll HOPMO-KOHMPOb,
Kpumepuu donycmumocmu adMUHUCMPAMUBHO20 UCKOBO20
3as18/1eHusl, Npago AuYya HA 0CnA-pusaHue npagosoz2o akmada,
KOHCMUMyyuoHHoe u A0MUHUCMPAMUBHOE
cydonpous3s00cmeo, ocnapusaHue HOPpMAMUBHbIX NPABOBbLIX
akmos, pasHbulli docmyn K npasocydur, cmaduu
cydonpoussodcmaa.
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Ermakov E.Yu. Criteria for the Judicial
Determination of the Presence of a
Person’s Right to Challenge a Legal Act:
The Doctrine and Practice

The scientific article presented contains an analysis of such
an essential element of the legal regulation of judicial
supervision as the criteria which establish a person’s right to
challenge a legal act. The article reflects the evolution of the
issue in legislation, the multifaceted nature of the scientific
debate and, to some extent, its over-theoretical nature, and
the contradictory legal positions of the Constitutional Court
of the Russian Federation and the Supreme Court of the
Russian Federation. Particular attention is drawn to the
positive developments with regard to the extension of the
right to apply to the courts for administrative redress by
individual officials of state and local government bodies in
order to protect the rights, freedoms and legitimate interests of
citizens, which is fully correlated with the constitutional and
legal values proclaimed in the Russian Federation.
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