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THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS ADMINISTRATIVE INSTITUTE 
OF LIABILITY IN LEGAL LIABILITY LAW UKRAINE 

Existing approaches of research workers to understanding of the institute of administrative responsibility are 
exposed in the article. Its basic features and peculiarities due to which it is realized as the special constituent of the 
system of legal responsibility of Ukraine are analysed. 

Actuality is that the issue of determining the theoretical principles of administrative liability is quite complex 
and is characterized by extraordinary relevance. First, the existing legislation establishes administrative 
responsibility, is characterized by dispersed significant amount of legal material and incomplete compliance needs 
of today. Second, private institute administrative proceedings characterized by constant expansion of the range of 
public relations to be protected administrative sanctions, thus significantly increasing the role of administrative 
responsibility in the fight against crimes, the number of components of administrative offenses. Thirdly, there is no 
sufficiently consistent theory that would logically identify key definition of "administrative responsibility" 
uniqueness awareness which will develop the most effective strategy for the prevention of administrative offenses. 

The conclusions are that the definition of the main approaches to the study of this concept allowed to briefly 
describe the system and its intrinsic properties. In particular, administrative responsibility as legal liability 
component of Ukraine recognized as rights apply to persons both physical and legal (depending on the subject of 
responsibility) who have committed administrative offenses and administrative penalties, pulling for those 
individuals burdensome consequences of property, moral , personal or otherwise and imposed by authorized bodies 
or officials on the grounds and in the manner prescribed by rules of administrative law. 

These characteristics, in our opinion, give reason to understand the importance of this institution as having 
an important means of protecting public order and which has all the features of legal liability. Through the 
institute of administrative responsibility is the protection not only of administrative and legal relations, but also 
relations unsettled towards financial regulations, environmental, labor, customs, and in some cases, civil law and 
procedural areas. Therefore, among the main tasks of reforming the existing regulatory scope should be 
consolidated in CAO concept of administrative responsibility as a basis for prevention of administrative offenses, 
to counteract them, and creating a system of rights and freedoms. 

Keywords: administrative responsibility, institute, grounds, administrative penalties. 
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THE CONCEPT AND IMPORTANCE OF MONITORING 
THE ACTIVITIES OF A COURT 

The article is devoted attention to the nature of control over the activities of a court. The concept and 
purpose of social and political control; the definition of the concept of control over the activities of a court and are 
its main features; concluded destination control over the activities of a court 

Actuality is that the development of Ukraine as a legal state is impossible without improving the quality of 
justice, for the rule of law - is "the state courts." The problem of improving the quality and efficiency of the courts 
of its core functionality requires a whole complex of organizational and legal nature, in particular, not the least of 
them takes the issue of control over the activities of a court, which although not directly take part in the 
administration of justice, however has a number features designed to promote it, so the court apparatus performs: 
informational, analytical, organizational, technical, documentation, personnel, financial and logistical support of 
the judges and courts as public institutions. 

The conclusions are that concluding this article we can conclude that the value of control to ensure the 
proper functioning of a court and, consequently, the judicial authority in general, it is difficult to overestimate. It 
acts as an important guarantee control of the practical implementation of a court assigned tasks and functions. 


