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ObcyxaaemMoe B cTaTbe 3akniodeHme KoHcTuTyumnoHHoro Cyna PO sBnseTcs nepsbiM B CBOEM POfe 1 NpeacTaB-
NSIET MHTEpec Kak B CBeTe 0bLen ANCKYCCUU O PO KOHCTUTYLLIMOHHO-CYAeDHOro KOHTPOSS B MPaBOBOM XW3HU, TakK
1 B CBA3M C €ro KOHKPETHOW MpoueaypHOM 1 NpedMeTHO-codepXaTeNlbHon cneundmkon. Bosneyerne KoHcTUTy-
unoHHoro Cyaa PO B KOHCTUTYLMOHHYIO pedopMy AaeT hOopManbHble WaHChl 418 yNpoYeHMsa ero no3munin 1 no-
BbILLIEHMS Ha 3TON OCHOBe 3 PEKTUBHOCTY B peani3almm BO3NOXEHHbIX HA HEro 3a4a4 Mo 3alluTe NpaB YenoBeka
N OCHOB KOHCTUTYLMOHHOTO CTposi. ODOPOTHOW CTOPOHOW TaKOro BOBMEYEHWS SABASETCSA TO, YTO KOHCTUTYLMOHHOE
npasocygne, 6y):l,yl-ll/l CINWKOM CUJTbHO NHTErpmrpoBaHO B CUCTEMY MPUHATUA TOCYOapPCTBEHHbIX pELLIeHI/II;I, MOXeT
0Ka3aTbCs B CUTyaUMM, Koraa COOCTBEHHO «MpaBOCyAHas» COCTaBNAOLLAs OTONAET Ha BTOPOW MiaH 1 Lienecoobpas-
HOCTb OnpeaeneHHOM NTOroBOM OLIEHKM NPUAETCS OMNNayMBaTh LEHOM COBCTBEHHOrO aBTopuTeTa. MoaYepKHYTHIN
NPakTULM3M B MaHepe UCMOMHEHNS 3aKoYeHns, B TOM YUCIe NO PSAY Pe30HAHCHbIX BOMPOCOB, HE MO3BONSET
CBA3bIBATb €10 C LEeNsIMM KOHUEHTPaLUUN 1 paumoHanm3aumm obLLIeCTBEHHOMO KOHCEHCYCa. 3aKioYeHne ckopee
YyTBEPXAAET, HYeM yOexaaeT. M 3To, Hafo nonarath, CO3HATENbHbIV BbIOOP. [JaHHas MeToLoNorus Hy>xaaeTcs B
OLLeHKax, B YaCTHOCTM B CBA3M C BONPOCOM O TOM, AaeT N caMa COOTBETCTBYIOLLLAA NpoLLeypa NOTeHLMan, KOTOPbIN
B POCCUMICKUX peanmsx MoXeT ObITb MPOAYKTUBHO OCBOEH. VIHbIMI cloBaMu, MOXeT N KOHCTUTYUMOHHbIN Cya, PO
B TaKMX [enax COXPaHATb U MCMOMHATb CBOE MpefiHa3HavYeHme Kak «Cyaa npaBa», He NpeBpaLlaiCb B MHCTPYMEHT
roCyAapCTBEHHO-NPaBOBOW MNONNTUKI? B CTaTbe € y4eToM MHOTOMIaHoBOW NpobneMaTnkm 3akoYeHns 3aTparmea-
OTCS HEKOTOPble OTHOCALLMECS K HEM OCHOBHbIE BOMPOCHI, Kak BbIABWHYTbIE Ha NepeaHU NnaH caMnm KoHCTUTy-
unoHHbIM Cyaom PO, Tak 1, HaNPOTKB, OCTaBNEeHHble Ha NepudepKri, HO OT 3TOTO He YTPaTMBLLVE CBOEW peasibHOM
3Ha4YMMOCTN.

KnioueBble cnoBa: KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIVM KOHTPOMb, KOHCTUTYLIMOHANN3M, XXMBAs KOHCTUTYLIUS, KOHCTUTYLIMOH-
Hble MoMnpaBkWU.
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The Opinion of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation discussed in the article is the first of its kind and
deserves attention both in light of the general discussion about the role of the constitutional and judicial control in
legal life and in connection with its precise procedural and content-related specific features. The involvement of the
Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation into the constitutional reform gives formal chances to strengthen its
positions and, therefore, enhance efficiency of implementation of the tasks entrusted to it and aimed at protecting
the human rights and fundamentals of the constitutional system. The reverse side of such involvement is that the
constitutional justice being integrated too deep into the public decision adoption mechanism may find itself in a
situation where the “justice” component per se will recede into the background and the advisability of a certain final
estimate will have to be paid for at the expense of one’s own reputation. Given that the Opinion has been prepared in
a manifestly practical manner, including in respect of a series of widely discussed issues, we may not connect it with
the purposes of concentration and rationalization of the public consensus. The said Opinion is rather asserting than
persuading. And, probably, it is a willful choice. This methodology needs assessment, in particular in connection with
the issue of whether or not the relevant procedure itself gives potential which may be fruitfully used in the Russian
reality. To put it differently, whether or not the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation may in such cases
preserve and exercise its function as a “court of law” without turning into a tool of state legal policy? Taking into
account a multifaceted nature of the Opinion, the article deals with certain basic problems pertaining thereto — both
the ones put in the foreground by the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation itself and, vice versa, those left
on the periphery but at the same time not having lost its real significance.
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