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Koxcturyumonnbiii Cyn P@ npu paccMOTDERIUM KOHKPETHBIX CTyYaeB YCTaHOBNEHUS MHCTUTYTA OT3bIBA HA PErUO-
HalbHOM Y MYHULMNATBHBIX YDOBHSIX COMAACUACS C MPUHLMINAABHOM ero A0MyCTUMOCTBIO MPK YCI0BUM COOMOAEHNS
psifa CyLeCTBEHHbIX YCTAHOBOK, B T.Y. KACAKOLUMXCS OCHOBAHMI MPOBEAEHMS 0T3bIBA (KOHKDETHBIE MPOTUBONPABHbIE
Jeiictaus (besnesicteue)). JlenicTayouee peryampoBaqmne no BOMpoCcy 0CHOBaHMA 0T3biBa 00YCAOBIMBAET Cylue-
CTBEHHOE CB0E00PA3Ne JaHHO0 UHCTUTYTA, KOTOPBIA COEAMHSET B CEOE KOMMOHEHTbI IOPUANYECKOI OTBETCTBEHHO-
CTU U HEMOCPELACTBEHHOM AeMokpaTui. COOTBETCTBYIOLMIA NOAXO0L CYLLUECTBEHHO OTANYAETCS OT yHKUMOHUPOBAHMS
0T3bIBa B JIONVKE MMNEPATUBHOTO Manaara. B nocneaHem ciy4ae 0CHOBaHWs [yist OT3bIBA €C/IM HOPMATUBHO U Npes-
yCMatpuBatoTcs, T0 QOPMYIMPYIOTCS MPELETBHO LWMPOKO, MOANEXAT MPOU3BOMLHONM OLUEHOYHON UHTEPMpETaLum.
AHann3 HopMaTMBHOrO Matepuana no3BONSET CAENaTh BbIBOA O TOM, YTO MPaBOTBOPYECKME OpraHbl CyObekToB PO
1 MyHULIMNAAbHBIX 0OPA30BaHWIA, Kak NpaBuo, HeaganTuPOBaHHO BOCIPUHUMAIOT POPMYIbI (penepanbHbix 3aKOHOB
B OTHOLLEHMM OCHOBAHWIA 0T3biBA. B TO Xe Bpems Takow MOAX04 He yYuThIBAET JIOr KU PDaMOYHOr0 NPaBoBOro pery-
JMPOBaHUS Ha PeAEPanbHOM YPOBHE U He 00ECTeYMBAET B MOMHON MEPE Peanu3auuio npaBoBbix Mo3uumin KOHCTU-
TyumoHHoro Cyaa P® no paccmarpusaemomy Bompocy.

KntoueBbie cnosa: 073biB, JeMOKDATUS, HENOCPEACTBEHHAA AEMOKDATIS, BbIGOPLI, AEMyTaT, BbIOOPHOE JOMIX-
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The Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, when considering the specific cases of the establishment of
the procedure of revocation on regional and municipal levels, agreed with the concept of its admissibility subject to
a number of significant pre-conditions, including the grounds for revocation (specific illegal actions (inaction)). The
current regulation on the grounds of revocation causes a significant peculiarity of this procedure, which combines
components of legal responsibility and direct democracy. The relevant approach is substantially different from the exis-
tence of revocation in the logic of the imperative mandate. In the latter case, the grounds for revocation are provided in
a requlatory way, but they are formulated very widely, they are subject to arbitrary valuation interpretation. The analysis
of regulatory material enables the author of the article to conclude that law-making bodies of the Russian Federation
subjects and municipal entities, as a rule, are not adapted to perceive formulations of the Federal laws in respect of
the grounds of revocation. At the same time, this approach does not take into account the logic of the framework legal
requlation at the Federal level and does not provide a full implementation of the legal positions of the Constitutional
Court of the Russian Federation on this issue.
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