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issues, the absence in modern science of a comprehensive analysis of the constitutional and 
legal problems of control, control activities in the information sphere as a whole, and in the 
context of reforming public authority.

The purpose of the article was to examine the constitutional and legal aspects of the 
role and signi�cance of control in the relevant processes and its functions as a factor in the 
formation of an e ective mechanism for ensuring the open nature of the activities of public 
authorities, in particular local self-government. 

It is emphasizing that the parameters of control and supervision activity in the modern 
period simulate the urgent tasks of information activity of the state, public authorities. These 
tasks caused not only by the challenges of globalization processes, but also by the acuteness 
of the current situation in the sphere of ensuring national security of Ukraine, protection of 
state sovereignty, constitutional rights and freedoms of the person and the citizen, other values.

The legal principles of control activity are analyzing.
Considerable attention, besides state control, is paying to the realization of public 

control, its signi�cance, in particular, the realization of the information function of local self-
government.

The prospects for further scienti�c research of the presented problems has planned.
Key words: decentralization, reformation. informative sphere, public informative policy, 

local government, control. 
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Batanova Nataliya. Constitutional control and constitutional and legal responsibility: 
conceptual problems of correlation and interaction 

In the article the problems of correlation and interaction of constitutional control and con-
stitutional and legal responsibility are researched. The place and role of constitutional control 
and constitutional and legal responsibility in the system of checks and balances and the mech-
anism of protection of the Constitution are clari�ed. It is concluded that constitutional control 
and constitutional and legal responsibility in its synergetic unity are an important means of 
ensuring constitutional legality and law and order.

Key words: constitutional control, constitutional and legal responsibility, system of checks 
and balances, protection of the Constitution, constitutional and legal sanctions.
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The Constitution of Ukraine provides elements of the system of checks and balances, which 

include the classical forms of constitutional control, as well as the measures of constitutional 
and legal and political responsibility. The system of checks and balances, on the condition of 
its logical and balanced implementation in the constitutional mechanism of state power, is a 
vivid illustration of the organic institutional and functional-teleological connection between 
constitutional control and constitutional and legal responsibility in the integral mechanism of 
the protection of the Constitution.

Constitutional and legal responsibility along with other elements of the mechanism of 
protection of the Constitution is aimed at ensuring the stability of the constitutional system, 
the balance of rights and obligations of the participants in constitutional and legal relations. 
It provides for the possibility of applying compulsory measures by the state in the case of a 
constitutional delict, which means a negative assessment of unlawful conduct, disciplines the 
subjects of constitutional and legal relations, induces them to properly ful�ll their constitutional 
duties, performs a preventive function, etc.

It is axiomatic that constitutional control and constitutional and legal responsibility in its 
synergetic unity are an important means of ensuring constitutional law and order.

E ective implementation of constitutional control and application of measures of 
constitutional and legal responsibility creates the political and legal preconditions for the 
formation of a system of responsible government capable of minimizing violations of the 
Constitution, guaranteeing the variability and continuity of public authorities, and ensuring 
the democratic of constitutional processes.

Constitutional and legal responsibility as the responsibility of the authorities for the 
existing regime of legality in the state is one of the most important forms of the implementation 
of constitutional control, which is a background for the emergence of relations of constitutional 
and legal responsibility. Consequently, constitutional control as an institutional and functional 
form of protection of the Constitution, on the one hand, constitutional and legal responsibility 
as an instrumental component of the mechanism of ensuring constitutional legality and 
constitutional law and order, on the other hand, in its systemic unity and functional orientation, 
become not only an e ective means of minimizing constitutional delicts and the protection of 
constitutional values and state and social interests from encroachments, but also contribute to 
the formation of constitutionalism and legal statehood in Ukraine.
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