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«FpaHMLbl 3aKOHHBIX UHTCPECOB» rOCyAapcTBa

Fpuropbes A.l'., Xononosa E.H.*

Lenb. OueHka BOIMOXHOCTEN pa3rpaHnyeHns 3aKOHHbIX UHTEPECOB rOCYAAPCTB 00YCA0BAEHA HEOOXOAUMMOCTBIO (POPMYN-
DOBaHMS KOHLIENTYaIbHbIX MONOXEHWI, XapaKTeEPU3YIOLLMX TPAHCHOPMALMIO COObITUI, (aKTOB, SBAEHNIA NOrPaHNYHOM CPepbl 00-
LLJeCTBEHHbIX OTHOLLIEHWIA B NPABOBbIE KATErOPUY BXOAHOM MHPOPMALMM CUCTEMbI MPABOBOM 3aLLUThI 3aKOHHBIX NHTEPECOB rOCY-
ZAapCcTBa B NOrPaHnyHoi coepe. MoaennpoBaHne AaHHON CUCTEMBI MPOU3BOAUTCS C Y4ETOM €€ 0OBEKTUBHOIO CyLIECTBOBAHNS
B YCNOBUSIX OTCYTCTBUS AMUHUCTPATUBHO-MPABOBbIX JOKYMEHTOB OpraxHu3aumu. [1paBoBele kaTeropuu, xapaktepusyroLme «rpa-
HULIbI 3aKOHHbIX MHTEPECOB» FOCYAAaPCTBA, ONPEAENSIOT BUAbI BO3MOXHOTO HEONaronpusTHOro BO3AENCTBUS BHELIHEN Cpesbl Cu-
CTeMbI 3aLLNTbI 3aKOHHBIX UHTEPECOB rOCYAAapCTBa B NOrPaHUYHON Cepe u Ciyxar i OLUEHKM 3alUmMLLUEHHOCT JaHHbIX MHTEpE-
coB. Metogonorusi: opmanbHO-0PUANYECKUI, 0OLLEHAYYHbIE METOAbI UCCAEA0BAHUS, MOAENNPOBAHNE, CUCTEMHBIN MOAXOA.
BoiBogbl. 060CHOBAHO CMeLLEHMe TPEHAA PA3AENeHUS MPOCTPAHCTB MNOrPaHNYHOM CHEPbI OT NPUHLMMOB 00ECTEYEHNS XUZHEH-
HO BaXHbIX UHTEPECOB HACENIEHNS K NPUHLMNAM CrIPABEAINBOIO Pa3AENeHUsS NPUPOAHbIX PECYPCOB rocyaapcTs. [eorpapuyeckoe
OMUCAHNE «IPAHNL 3aKOHHBIX MHTEPECOB» rOCYAapCTBa B OTHOLIEHUN MPUPOLHBIX PECYDCOB, HAXOAALMXCSH B MPOEKUMN ero Tep-
PUTOPNN, KOHTUHEHTAIbHOTO LEbOA Y UCKTOYNTENbHOM 3KOHOMUYECKON 30HbI, 00BEKTUBHO HE MO3BOSET Pa3rpaHnynTL npo-
CTPAHCTBa, CoAepxalyme 3T Pecypcel, a b 00ecnedynBaeT NpPaBoBYyI0 3aLUNTy 3aKOHHbIX MHTEPECOB rocyaapcTBa B NOrpaHny-
Holi cepe. HayyHas u npakTuyeckas 3Ha4uMOCTb. [JaHHbIE NONOXEHUS MOTYT CAyXWUTb YCTAHOBAEHWIO BULOB HEOAAronpusT-
HOro BO3AEHCTBUS Ha POPMbI MPABOBOrO 3aKPEreHns 3aKOHHbIX UHTEPecoB Poccuvickoit deaepaimm B nOrpaHnyHou cepe n
0a3paboTKu KDUTEPUEB MX 3ALLMILIEHHOCTY.

Knioyesble cnoBa: rocyaapctBeHHas rpaHuLa, roaHmLa KOHTUHEHTAIbHOMO LWebga, rpaHmLa MCKIOYUTENbHONM SKOHOMUYECKo
30Hbl, TYONNYHbIE 3aKOHHBIE MHTEPECHI, FOCYAADCTBEHHBIN CYBEDEHUTET, CYBEPEHHbIE MPaBa rocyAapCTsa, IPUCAMKLIMS rOCY4apcTaa.

Limits of Legitimate Interests of the State

Grigoryev A.G., Kholopova E.N.**

Purpose. The assessment of the possibilities of distinguishing the legitimate interests of states is conditioned by the need
to formulate conceptual provisions characterizing the transformation of events, facts, phenomena of the border sphere of public
relations into the legal categories of input information of the system of legal protection of the legal interests of the state in the border
sphere. Modeling of this system is made considering its objective existence in the absence of administrative and legal documents of
the organization. Legal categories characterizing the “boundaries of legitimate interests” of the state determine the types of possible
adverse effects of the external environment of the system of protecting the legitimate interests of the state in the border area and
serve to assess the security of these interests. Methodology: formal legal, general scientific research methods, modeling, systems
approach. Conclusions. The shift of the trend of division of spaces of the border sphere from the principles of ensuring the vital
interests of the population to the principles of equitable sharing of the natural resources of states is substantiated. The geographical
description of the “boundaries of the legitimate interests” of the state in relation to the natural resources located in the projection of
its territory, the continental shelf and the exclusive economic zone does not objectively make it possible to distinguish the spaces
containing these resources, but only provides legal protection for the legitimate interests of the state in the border area. Scientific
and practical significance. These provisions can serve to establish the types of adverse effects on the forms of legal recognition of
the legitimate interests of the Russian Federation in the border area and the development of criteria for their security.
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