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C V3BeCTHOW MEpOW YCOBHOCTU MOXHO BblAENUTb TP Hanbornee pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX NOAX0Aa K OLeHKe Mpu-
poAbl MaHaTa HaPOAHOIO NPeACTaBUTENS: 3TO TOYKM 3peHIs B 0O0CHOBaHMe CBODOAHOrO, MMMNepaTMBHOIO MaHaaTa
N HEKOETO «MPOMEXKYTOYHOMO» MEXAY HUMM COCTOHMSA (Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeHHast TePMUHONOIS — «MOJTYCBO-
00ofHbIN MaHOaT»). Bbibop «MMNepaTMBHOIO» U «CBODOAHOrO» MaHAaTa TeM U UHbIM NONNTUYECKMM COI030M He
BIIVISIET CYLLIECTBEHHLIM 0OPA30M Ha KBanMMUKaLMIO rocyaapCTBa Kak KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOTO MV HEKOHCTUTYLIMOHHOTO.
[leMoKpaTUYECKNIA, TYMaHHbIV 1 CNPaBednnBbIN KOHCTUTYLIMOHANM3M MOXET ObiTb 0DecneydeH B yCIOBUAX Kak CBO-
©opHoro, Tak U UMNepaTMBHOIO MaHaaTa. Ha cerogHsaWHMIA feHb B Poccim npeanoyteHmne oTaaeTcs MMnepaTMBHOMY
MaHzZaTy, NPy KOTOPOM [enyTaT SBMSeTCs NpeactaBUTenem, nonyHatoLiM Hakasbl OT n3bupatener 1 NogoTYeTHbIM
M. Ho npm 3ToM «CcBOBOAHOE» MPefcTaBUTENbCTBO PYHKUMOHUPYET Oonee 3P heKTUBHO, YeM «MMMepaTUBHOe»
HapoAHoe NpeaCTaBUTENbCTBO. [103TOMY Noflaraem, YTo POCCUNCKOMY OOLLECTBY ClleflyeT CTPEMUTLCSH K OCO3HAHMIO,
BOCMPUSTUIO U MPUHATUIO OCHOBOMOMAratoLLX NMPUHLIMMNOB KOHLIENLMM CBODOAHOIO MaHaaTa B OyayLiem.

KnioueBble cfioBa: MMMNepaTHBHbLINM MaHAaT, CBOOOAHbIN MaHAAT, NoNycBOOOAHbIM MaHaaT, AenyTat, n3buvpa-
Teslb, OTBETCTBEHHOCTb JenyTaTa.
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With a certain measure of conventionality, three of the most common approaches to assessing the nature
of the mandate of a people’s representative can be distinguished: these are points of view in support of a free,
imperative mandate and some kind of “intermediate” state between them (the most common terminology is
“semi-free mandate”). The choice of an “imperative” or “free” mandate by one or another political union does not
significantly affect the qualification of the state as constitutional or unconstitutional. Democratic, humane and fair
constitutionalism can be ensured under conditions of both free and imperative mandates. Today in Russia preference
is given to an imperative mandate, in which the deputy is a representative who receives orders from voters and
is accountable to them. But at the same time, “free” representation functions more efficiently than “imperative”
popular representation. Therefore, we believe that Russian society should strive to realize, perceive and accept the
fundamental principles of the concept of a free mandate in the future.

Keywords: imperative mandate, free mandate, semi-free mandate, delegate, electorate, responsibility of the
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