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CeroaHst opraHbl MECTHOTO CaMOYIIPABJIEHMUST K OpraHbl BHYTPEHHUX €], C OMHOI CTOPOHDI, SIBIISIOT-
cs1 (hopMasIbHO paBHOIIPaBHBIMM CYObeKTaMM MPOMMIAKTUKY ITpaBOHAPYIICHUI, HO, C IPYTOil CTOPOHHI,
BXOIISAT B €AUHYIO CUCTEMY ITyOJIMYHON BIACTU, YTO TIPEATIONATaeT HaTnIre UepapXuu U MOMINHEHHOCTH.
CkJi1aapIBaeTCsl CUTYyalMsl, KOTIa OpraHbl TOCyIapCTBEHHOIO KOHTPOJISI M HAA30pa OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAYUTEb-
HOE BJIMSTHME Ha PacXOIbl MECTHBIX OIOKETOB, HO IIPY 3TOM He HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH Mepel HaceIeHUEM
3a Ka4ecTBO ero XU3HU. [103TOMy COTpYIHUKN OpPraHOB BHYTPEHHUX JIEJI M CITYXalllie OPTaHOB MECTHOTO
CcaMOYIIpaB/JIeHUsI MHOIA IIPEIJIAraloT pa3IuyHble BAPMAHTBI MHTEPIIPETALIMM OJHOM U TOM € HOPMBI IIpa-
Ba. A 3TO OKa3bIBaeT BIUsTHKE Ha 3G (MEKTUBHOCT MPOMUIAKTUKY ITpaBOHAPYIICHUIA.

B crartbe paccMaTpUBAIOTCS TPABOBbIE OCHOBBI B3aUMO/ICCTBUSI OPTraHOB MECTHOTO CAMOYIPaBJICHUST
1 OPTaHOB BHYTPEHHUX JEJI 110 MPEAYNPEXKACHHUIO MPECTYIUICHNIA M afMUHUCTPATUBHBIX IIPaBOHAPYIIIEHUA.
Ha ocHoBe aHanmM3a MpaBOBBIX aKTOB, Pe3yJbTaTOB aHKETUPOBAHMS IJIaB MyHMITUIIAIBHBIX PAilOHOB U CO-
TPYIHUKOB ITOJIMIIMU BBISIBJIEHEI IIPOOJIEMBI B COTPYAHUYECTBE MEXIY HUMU U IIPEIIOXKEHBI ITyTH UX PeLe-
HMSL.

KiioueBble ciioBa: eqviHasi cucTeMa IyOJIMIHON BJIACTH, TOJIUIMS, OPTaHbl MECTHOTO CaMOYIIpaBie-
HUS, 00eCIIeueHIE TIPAaBOIIOPsIIKA, COLMAIBHOE U ITPABOBOE TOCYAapCTBO.

Interaction Between Local Self-Government Authorities
and Internal Affairs Agencies in Crime Prevention

Oleg N. Miguschenko
Professor of the Department of Theory and History of State and Law of the Kursk State University
LL.D., Associate Professor

Today, local self-government authorities and internal affairs agencies are on the one hand crime prevention
subjects with formally equal rights but on the other hand they enter the unified public government system,
which stipulates hierarchy and subordination. There appears a situation when state control and supervisory
authorities produce a considerable impact on expenses of local budgets but bear no liability to the population
for the quality of life. That’s why employees of internal affairs agencies and servants of local self-government
authorities sometimes offer various options of interpretation of the same legal provision. And this affects the
crime prevention efficiency.

The article reviews legal grounds for interaction between local self-government authorities and internal
affairs agencies aimed at prevention of crimes and administrative offenses. Based on an analysis of legal acts,
surveys of heads of municipal districts and police officials, the author singles out problems in the cooperation
between the named authorities and offers solutions.
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