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ABTOp cTaTby NpeanpUHUMAaET NoMbITKY 060CHOBAaTb CyXAEHUe O TOM, YTO OAHOW U3 aKTyaslbHbIX 3afay PoCcuii-
CKOTO KOHCTUTYLMOHANM3Ma ABAAETCA He CTONbKO opuanyeckas drKkcaumsa nepeyHs CyfoB, XapakTeprsyemMblx Kak
«BbICIIAA cyaebHan MHCTaHUMA», HO GOPMUPOBAHME KpUTepUueB, KoTopble ByayT cnocobCcTBOBATL peannsaumy B 3TUX
CyAax KOHCTUTYLMOHHOIO MpuHUMMa npuoputeta NpaB yenoBeka, No3BoNAT usbexaTb OWMOOK, KOTOpble NPULLIOChH
YCTPaHATb Hanbonee HeraTUBHbLIM, Ha Hall B3rnsAf4, CNOCOOOM, M3MEHAA KOHCTUTYLIMOHHDBIM TEKCT, UCKIoYasa 13 Hero
CT. 127 KoHcTutyuum PO B uenax obecneyeHuns eguHCTBa CynebHOM NpaKkTUKN.

KnioueBblie cnoBa: KoHcTUTyLMA, yuenoBek, NpaBa, Cya, Bbiclasa cyfebHana UHCTaHUUA, MPaKTMKa, EAUHCTBO, UHCTaH-
LnA, 3aKOH, CTaTyC.

THE CONCEPT AND MEANING OF THE“SUPREME JUDICIAL AUTHORITY” CATEGORY
INTHETHEORY AND PRACTICE OF CONSTITUTIONALISM

Gabbasov Vadim R.
Attorney at Artlex Bar Association

The author attempts to justify the judgment that one of the urgent tasks of Russian constitutionalism is not so much
a legal fixation of a list of vessels described as “the highest court’, but the formation of criteria that will facilitate the
implementation in the courts of the constitutional principle of priority of human rights, to avoid errors that had to solve
the most negative, in our view, by the way, changing the constitutional text, with the exception of a article 127 of the
Russian Constitution to ensure the unity of judicial practice.
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