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3HAYMMOCTh KOMIUIEKCHOTO TTOIX0/a B 0Opb0e ¢ KOPPYIIIMEl HEYyCTAHHO MOIYepPKUBAETCST B
IOPUIMYECKON JTUTEPATYPE U MOATBEPXKIAETCS 3aKOHOTBOPUECKOW U MPaBOMTPUMEHUTETBHON MPaK-
TUKOM. Bee warie nccienoBaTesim oTMe4aloT 3HAYMMOCTD HE TOTBKO BBISIBJICHUST KOPPYITIIMOT€HHBIX
MPOSIBJICHUI M TPUMEHEHMST CAHKIIMI K HApYIIUTESIM, HO U YKa3bIBalOT HA HEOOXOAUMOCTh MO-
HUTOPUHTA U YCTPAHEHUST KOPPYMIIMOHHBIX pUCKOB. [TociaenHue mposiBIsIOT ce0sl B TOM YuCe 3a
CYET HU3KOTO YPOBHSI HOPMATUBHOIO PETYJIUPOBAHMUS OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTHOLIEHUI, TOTEHIIMATBHO
«OITaronpusATHBIX» IJ1S1 KOPPYIMIIMOHHBIX TTPOsIBIeHU. OTHUM U3 CITOCOOOB MOBBIIIIEHUST KaueCTBa
HOPMAaTUBHOTO PETYJIMPOBAHUS BBICTYMAET MPOBEICHUE HE3aBUCUMO 3KCIIEpTU3bl. B cTathe Ha
MpUMepe aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX PETJIAMEHTOB U MHBIX HOPMATUBHBIX TTPABOBBIX aKTOB, MOJIEXKAIIINX
BKJIIOUEHUIO B PETUCTP MYHULIUTIATLHBIX HOPMATUBHBIX MTPaBOBbIX akTOB M pKyTCcKOii 0bactu, 060-
3Ha4YeHbl HAaMOOJIee PaCPOCTPAaHEHHbIE KOPPYHIUOTEHHBIE (DAKTOPbI, BBISIBIISIEMbIE 110 PE3YJIbTaTaM
sKkcnepTusbl. Ha ocHOBe aHanm3a ¢eiepaJbHOTO U PETMOHAIBHOTO 3aKOHOIATEbCTBA BHICKA3aHbI
MPEIVIOKEHUST TTI0 COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUIO MPABOBBIX MEXAaHU3MOB PEATU3ALMU HE3aBUCUMOU aHTH-
KOPPYIIIMOHHOM 3KCTIEPTU3HI.
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Independent Anti-Corruption Expert Examination as a Means of Elimination of Corruption Risks
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The significance of a complex approach to combating corruption is incessantly highlighted in the judicial
literature and confirmed by legislative and executive practices. Increasingly, researchers not only pay attention to
the importance of identifying manifestations of corruption and imposing sanctions against violators, but also point
out the necessity of monitoring and eliminating corruption risks. The low level of normative regulation of public
relations, which is potentially favorable for manifestations of corruption, is among the reasons for corruption
risk occurrence. Carrying out the independent anti-corruption expertise is one of the methods of increasing the
quality of normative regulation. The author of the article has payed attention to the most commonly encountered
corruption factors that are determined through a process of the independent anti-corruption expertise. To illustrate
those factors the author has scrutinized administrative regulations and other regulatory legal acts that are included
in the Register of Municipal Regulations of the Irkutsk region. The author has used the analysis of federal and
regional legislation to present the suggestions on how to improve legal mechanisms employing to carrying out
the independent anti-corruption expertise.
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