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Summary. In the article, the author carried out the de-
scription of the administrative agreement. In particular, in
the author’s opinion, with the dynamic development of the in-
stitution of administrative agreement as a source of adminis-
trative law and form of public administration, the participation
of individuals in the administration of a significant number
of legal relationships will subsequently grow and change,
and then the gradual expansion of boundaries of the influence
of the dispositive method of administrative law on the social
relations that shape its subject. In this context, it is proposed
at the legislative level, in particular, in a separate special law,
to consolidate the institution of the administrative agree-
ment with its legal definition, principles of implementing its
norms and conditions, procedures for its conclusion, change,
and cancellation, and the like.
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In modern conditions of the development of domestic law, dis-
positiveness (from the Late Latin dispositivus — the one who man-
ages, from the Latin dispono — arrange, organize) received gener-
al legal significance. It finds expression both in substantive law
and procedural law, at the level of empowering rules of private
and public law, ensuring their mutual integration with the help
of means of the dispositive method of legal regulation. At the be-
ginning of the XX century, scientists emphasized the special sig-
nificance of dispositivity for the legal regulation, its versatility,
and the uniqueness of its legal influence [1]. Moreover, the main
issues about the essence, legal nature, and significance of dispos-
itiveness were comprehended by the legal doctrine of the pre-rev-
olutionary period [2]. Already in the first scholarly works devoted
to the study of dispositivity, there was a tendency to distinguish
between two types of dispositiveness: substantive and formal.
At the same time, the content of the concept of substantive dis-
positivity was not limited to branches of substantive law, but its
understanding extended to the field of procedural law [3, p. 18].

In the domestic legislation, the legal definition of dispositive-
ness is absent and there is no generally accepted interpretation in
the legal doctrine. Such a situation can be explained by the fact that
dispositivity is a multifaceted phenomenon, which permeates many
branches and institutions of private and, strangely enough, public
law. That is why, representatives of branch legal sciences, based
on the specifics of the legal sphere, which they are investigating,
determine both the concept of dispositiveness and forms of its man-
ifestation somewhat diversified from each other. In legal literature,
dispositivity is understood both as a characteristic feature, or rather,

a kind of method of legal regulation, and as an institution of law,
and as a principle of law.

As a problem of scientific knowledge, dispositiveness was
originally developed in writings of representatives of the criminal
and civil process, but it is the general theory of law, including using
scientific achievements of “domain experts”, laid the foundation
for a modern understanding of the dispositive method of legal reg-
ulation. In the theory of law, the category of dispositivity is con-
sidered as a “special model for constructing a legal matter”. So,
S.S. Aleksieiev believes that it is one of such models (permissive
or dispositive construction of the legal material, which is imple-
mented in the scheme: subjective right + legal guarantees), which
is based on private law. Its meaning — to provide the person with
the opportunity to determine his own behaviour by himself, which
opens the space for acts of a person in his vision, on his own accord,
and in his own interests [4, p. 589]. According to S.S. Aleksieiev,
the essence of dispositive regulation is expressed in the fact that
“the lawful actions of participants in social relations themselves are
relatively independent, individual, “autonomous” source of “legal
energy” [5, p. 295].

O.Yu. Hlukhova in general formulated the conclusion that
the scholars and lawyers laid the foundations for the emergence
of the concept of the institution of dispositivity, based on the con-
nection of the private law nature of dispositivity with the public
sphere of its expression [2].

In turn, MLI. Koziubra believes that the specified method of law
involves organizing the behaviour of subjects of legal relations by
establishing three types of legal rules: a) rules that establish limits
of permissible behaviour of subjects; b) subsidiary rules, that is,
those which apply only if subjects themselves have not established
other rules (failed, unwanted or forgotten to establish them) to ar-
range relations between themselves; ¢) rules that embody principles
of legal regulation of a certain sphere of social relations.

The dispositive method, according to the scholar, involves
free self-regulation by subjects of their behaviour on the basis
of the principles of law, establishes only the limits and procedures
of such self-regulation. It is peculiar primarily for the private law
since it involves the independence of subjects in choosing their
version of behaviour. In this case, the right respects the autonomy
of subjects, proceeding from the fact that they are better known
for the specifics of relevant relations, recognizes the possibility
of decentralized coordination legal regulation (in particular, due to
the conclusion of transactions) [6, p. 100].

According to P.V. Khriapinskyi, who explores the poten-
tial of encouraging rules of criminal law, dispositiveness can be
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regarded as a general legal, universal method of legal regulation,
expressed in the normatively foreseeable possibility of choosing
one or another variant of behaviour by a person by own will at own
discretion [7, p. 150].

AR. Valiieva, who studies the double legal nature and patterns
of interaction between the private law and public law principles
of dispositiveness in the judicial jurisdictional process, notes that
dispositiveness in substantive law and procedural law has a single
legal nature. Dispositiveness has its legal framework, which are
the rules of law, which establish the freedom of subjects of law to
dispose, at their own discretion, their substantive and procedural
rights at the level of both private and public law. Unlike the norms
of law, which establish the imperative rights of private and public
actors, as emphasizes A.R. Valiieva, their implementation is limit-
ed to self-regulation. The legal nature of procedural dispositivity
is characterized by inter-branch connections with dispositivity in
substantive law. Procedural dispositivity is related to the substantive
dispositivity in relation to which it performs a security function de-
termined by violations of substantive law. According to A.R. Valiie-
va, the difference between manifestations of substantive and proce-
dural dispositivity consists in the nature and content of transactions
addressed to the subjects of law. However, their essence is unique —
freedom of the will of recipients of the authorized rules of law in
lawful, at own discretion, disposal of substantive and procedural
rights belonging to them. As the scholar emphasizes, the unity
of the legal nature of substantive and procedural dispositivity can
serve as the basis for a broad understanding of dispositivity as a le-
gal principle of law [3, p. 35-36].

In the Glossary of Terms of Administrative Law with refer-
ence to works of S.H. Stetsenko, the dispositive method is identi-
fied with civil legal and is disclosed as a method characterized by
the fact that the object of management has the freedom to choose
behaviour in a particular situation [8, p. 119]. It seems that such
a variant of interpretation of dispositive method is somewhat con-
troversial since instead of first priority emphasis on the equality
of subject of administrative law, which is achieved with the help
of dispositive principles, the authors emphasize on subordination,
which is only limited (not prohibited) by a certain freedom of be-
haviour. In other words, the use of category “object of manage-
ment” in the context of the dispositive method of administrative
law, in our belief, brings to nought the right understanding of its
essence and reflects a dogmatic view of the role of administrative
law and regulatory influence of its rules.

The most meaningful view of the essence and role of dispositive
method of administrative law was given by V.B. Averianov, who
not only recognized the possibility of applying dispositive princi-
ples in the administrative law (which is repeatedly emphasized in
this research) but also focused attention on the necessity of using
the full potential of its elements. In particular, V.B. Averianov in
his numerous works often drew special attention to the modern
transformation of the method of administrative law. The scholar in
the field of administrative law stressed that the imperative method
of regulation, which is traditional for administrative law, is sub-
stantially complemented by elements of the dispositive method. In
particular, the use of general permits acquires more and more sig-
nificance that can be rated as a key direction of the transformation
of the method of this branch of law, which is taking place in modern
conditions of its development and reformation. On the quite right
opinion of the scholar, a spectacular example of the use of general
permits in administrative legal regulation is the citizens’ provision

of a great massif of rights that follow from constitutional rights
of citizens [9, p. 78]. Revealing profound significance of the issue
of rethinking of the method of administrative law and its transfor-
mation for a new doctrine of administrative law, the outstanding
scholar emphasized that this rethinking is probably the most com-
plex task because here the positions of the Soviet scientific school
are firmly held and the estimation of the method of administrative
law is considered as unambiguously imperative. The appropriate-
ness of using at least certain elements of another main — dispos-
itive — method of legal regulation, as V.B. Averianov stresses, is
said, so to speak, “shyly-modestly”, as if praying for such courage.
But is it really impossible in administrative law to combine features
of the two methods mentioned [10, p. 61]?

As perspective in the context of administrative legal regulation
that combines both imperative and dispositive elements of legal in-
fluence, V.B. Averianov considered further development of the in-
stitution of administrative agreement [9, p. 77]. Completely agree-
ing with the scholar and his abovementioned thoughts, we think we
need to put into words our own view of the understanding of ad-
ministrative agreement and prospects of its definitive introduction
in the system of forms of administrative legal influence. Along with
that, it should be mentioned that the author’s view of this problem-
atics is based on the theoretical foundation developed by represent-
atives of the science of administrative law thus it is worth starting its
consideration from the analysis of corresponding doctrinal sources.

Administrative agreement as a subject of scientific research pre-
dictably attracts the attention of legal scholars who justly note that
at the level of substantive administrative legislation, this institution
remains unregulated. According to R.O. Kuibida and V.I. Shyshkin,
features of administrative agreement may include the following:
administrative legal personality of subject of authoritative powers
when concluding administrative agreement, legal inequality of par-
ties which is expressed in exclusive authority of “managed” party
of agreement; public legal nature of contractual obligations; man-
datorily determined terms of agreement by means of designing;
the purpose of agreement — to meet public interests [11, p. 398]. Ac-
cording to V.B. Averianov, the administrative agreement should be
considered as an agreement concluded by subjects of administrative
law on grounds of administrative legal rules in national and other
public interests, which legal regime is determined by the content
of authoritative powers, which carrier is obligatory one of the par-
ties [9, p. 280]. Given the specified definition, features of an admin-
istrative agreement, in V.B. Averianov’s opinion, are the following:

1) the emergence of a public authority in connection with
the implementation of its authoritative powers by the executive
body or local government;

2) the cause of the occurrence is the law enforcement act adopt-
ed by the said authorities;

3) organizing character;

4) the purpose is to meet public interests, achieve public good,
that is, the domination of social goals [9, p. 279].

In general, I.P. Holosnichenko, M.F. Stakhurskyi, and N.I. Zolo-
tarova demonstrate a similar understanding of this institute of ad-
ministrative law [12, p. 16]. At the same time, scholars emphasize
that contractual forms should be actively used in relations between
state executive authorities and local authorities, for example, when
transferring object management from the local government to
the city district administration [12, p. 17].

VXK. Kolpakov believes that the administrative agreement is
an agreement of parties, defined by acts of administrative law, one
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of which parties is the bearer of state authoritative powers in re-
lation to others [13, p. 220]. Approximately the same understand-
ing of the essence of the administrative contract is proposed by
Yu.P. Bytiak and O.V. Konstantyi, who argue that an administra-
tive agreement is a legal act of management, which is concluded
on the basis of legal rules by two (or more) subjects of administra-
tive law, one of which is necessarily an executive body, may con-
tain mandatory rules of conduct (regulatory character) or establish
(change, terminate) specific legal relations between its parties (indi-
vidual character) [14, p. 106].

In turn, K.K. Afanasiev considers an administrative agree-
ment as a voluntary agreement between two or more subjects
of administrative law, one of which is endowed with its own
or delegated authority in the field of public administration
over the solution of executive and regulatory issues, which is
concluded in the form of a legal act that establishes (termi-
nates, changes) their mutual rights, duties, and responsibilities
[15, p. 51]. Among the main signs of the administrative agree-
ment, K.K. Afanasiev considers the following:

1) participation of the executive body or local self-government
body as a mandatory party;

2) practical implementation by these authorities of powers
granted to them for the implementation of state-management
activities;

3) implementation of this activity in the field of public ad-
ministration,;

4) legal regulation and protection of relations established by
the agreement should be carried out according to the rules of vari-
ous branches of law but based on the rules of administrative law as
it is these rules will be of binding character for contractual parties
[16, p. 107-108].

In turn, V.M. Bevzenko and R.S. Melnyk consider that it is nec-
essary to speak about an administrative agreement in such cases as:
it is directed to realize rules of administrative law and, accordingly,
establish (change, terminate) administrative legal relations; obliga-
tions imposed by it or orders realized within its limits are adminis-
trative-legal. In the view of scholars, it gives grounds to state that
agreement is considered administrative if it is directed to the reali-
zation of administrative rule; which contains an obligation to issue
an administrative act or to perform another administrative action;
which is based on obligations or rights of a private person enshrined
by rules of administrative law [17, p. 293].

In addition to these theses, the scholars express their opinion
about views of the essence and signs of administrative agreement
that exist in the national science. In particular, according to right
opinion of V.M. Bevzenko and R.S. Melnyk, “parties of contractual
relations are not that sign which allows <...> unambiguously defin-
ing the legal nature of agreement. <...> Such sign as “the presence
of relations of power and subordination between contractual par-
ties” also cannot be used as a criterion of delimitation of said agree-
ments because a large number of administrative legal relations are
not authoritative by nature and thus administrative agreement does
not necessarily have to be characterized by authoritative features”
[17, p. 292-293]. However, the scholars in the field of adminis-
trative law consider therewith the fact that the agreement fulfils
a public task (meets public interest) is also not decisive for the es-
tablishment of the legal nature. In this context, V.M. Bevzenko
and R.S. Melnyk emphasize that subject of public administration
can achieve public goals also by the way of concluding private law
agreement [17, p. 293]. We do not share the latter thesis of repu-

table scholars because we believe that the essence of administra-
tive agreement is properly its orientation to the exercise of powers
of public administration in a special form, which is noted by these
scholars indicating that “administrative agreement is a tool of ac-
tivity of public administration, and the introduction of administra-
tive-contractual form of activity of public administration became
a consequence of changing the format of relations between public
authority and private persons” [17, p. 289]. From this follows that
even if one assumes that private law agreement also can be an in-
direct form (or separate stage) of achievement of public interest
(which in some cases of law enforcement practice is quite likely, in
particular, acquisition of certain property that will be further used
for the purpose of exercise of concrete powers of a state agency
etc.), then definitely administrative agreement is exclusively ori-
ented to meeting public interest, and the realization of private in-
terest with its help can be carried out only by means of a formula:
public interest is equal to the set of private interests.

Moreover, private law agreement cannot be considered
a classical form of activities of public administration as direct-
ly at the expense of precisely this agreement (economic or civ-
il), a concrete power of subject in relation to the administration
of one or another legal relation is not exercised. As it is already
indicated above, we believe that private law agreement can be
used by public administration authority only for ensuring the ex-
ercise of powers of such a subject; in other words, such an agree-
ment serves as a certain stage that precedes the direct execution
of the specified set of powers.

Problematics of the administrative agreement are extremely
meaningfully disclosed on the pages of the textbook “General Ad-
ministrative Law” under the general editorship of [.S. Hrytsenko. In
particular, the corresponding chapter of the textbook meaningfully
investigates some aspects of administrative agreement in the theo-
ry and practice of foreign countries, its concept, features, and im-
portance, court practice’s view of this issue, legal prerequisites for
the conclusion of an administrative agreement, grounds for the ex-
ecution of an administrative agreement, legal consequences of its
illegality, etc. [18]. For instance, the authors of this textbook note
that experience of some European countries confirms that there is
no unified understanding of administrative agreement in Europe. In
some countries, agreements with the participation of administrative
authorities are recognized as a sphere of private law (Lithuania),
in others — their scope is very limited (Latvia), somewhat wider
(Estonia, Germany) or very wide (France). The issue of adminis-
trative agreements is usually regulated by administrative procedure
codes, special laws regarding some types of agreements, and in
the absence of regulation, provisions of the civil law of contracts
are applied. Certain types of agreements can be directly determined
by law as administrative, in other cases, their nature is determined
by the court [18, p. 277].

What about court practice and even the supreme body — the Su-
preme Court of Ukraine, interpretation of the concept of administra-
tive agreement, the authors of the textbook quite rightly point out its
ambiguity. According to the scholars in the field of administrative
law, the greatest problem is the requirements for agreements regard-
ing the disposal of state or communal property, in particular land,
by state or local governments. In truth, one can note the orientation
of the Supreme Court of Ukraine to the viewpoint that these agree-
ments are not administrative because, with their help, state and local
authorities exercise not power administrative functions but solely
ownership powers [18, p. 285].
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In the opinion of L.S. Hrytsenko, R.S. Melnyk, A.A. Pukhtetska,
and others, features of the administrative agreement are necessary
(those determined by CALP of Ukraine) and additional (those relat-
ing to all or a part of the administrative agreements). To the neces-
sary features scholars include: 1) the obligatory party in it is power
entities (the other party or other parties may be both the subjects
of authoritative powers and other participants of legal relations);
2) its content (the subject matter) are the rights and obligations
of the parties associated with the exercise of at least one of the pow-
er administrative functions of the power entity. In turn, the follow-
ing are outlined among the additional ones:

— the power entity, concluding the relevant agreement, acts
to meet not personal needs as a natural or legal person, but public
interests (needs);

— the power entity, as a rule, when entering into such an agree-
ment, is bound by requirements (procedures, restrictions, etc.), de-
termined by the legislation both as regards the choice of the counter-
party, so in terms of establishing the essential terms of the agreement;

— the power entity concludes an agreement on the realization
of its administrative legal personality, but not civil one (for adminis-
trative legal personality, the status of natural or legal person makes
no difference for the power entity);

— the power entity usually concludes agreement upon a decision
made for the exercise of authoritative administrative power;

— the agreement can set up terms that are not typical for civil
agreements and oriented to the optimal provision of public interest
[18, p. 285-286).

Generally sharing the same vision of permanent features
of an administrative agreement, we consider it necessary to clari-
fy that such an agreement is not always concluded solely between
subjects of public administration or with obligatory participation
of at least one of them. We should note in this context that above
there is an example how agreement-based regulation of delegation
of authorities to the private person in relation to the administration
of “parking” fee is taking place. Herewith one should emphasize
that today the current legislation of Ukraine does not stipulate for
any condition at which such a private person could not conclude
a similar agreement with another private person on the delegation
of a part of authorities to this person, for the fulfilment of an ad-
ministrative agreement with the subject of public administration.
In relation to this, we consider appropriate to emphasize that, as
it is already mentioned in this research with a reference to works
of V.M. Bevzenko and R.S. Melnyk, subjective sign cannot be de-
terminant in the context of establishment of the legal nature of ad-
ministrative agreement, even though it should necessarily be taken
into account during the analysis of corresponding agreements with
a view to their belonging to administrative ones.

Thus, we can state with assurance that along with the dynam-
ic development of the institution of administrative agreement as
a source of administrative law and a form of public administration,
the participation of private persons in the administration of a large
number of legal relationships will further considerably increase
and change, and then a gradual expansion of influence of dispos-
itive method of administrative law on social relations, which form
its subject-matter, will take place. In this context, it is worthwhile
to propose at the legislative level, in particular, in a separate spe-
cial law, to enshrine the institution of an administrative agree-
ment with its legal definition, principles of realization of its rules
and conditions, procedures of its conclusion, change, and termina-
tion, etc. Moreover, in our view, the harmonization of legislation with

provisions of p. 2 art. 19 of the Constitution of Ukraine in relation
to the fact that state and local authorities, its officials are required
to act on the basis of, within the limits of authority, and in the man-
ner provided by the Constitution and laws of Ukraine, is extremely
important in the aspect of prospects of further introduction of this
institution in the practice of public administration [19]. There is
a belief that the absence of legislatively determined procedure for
concluding such an agreement gives grounds for ambiguous inter-
pretation of the essence of this institution, generates uncertainty
of court practice on this issue, and places in question separate cases
of conclusion of administrative agreements by subjects of public
administration from the viewpoint of their compliance with provi-
sions of art. 19 of the Fundamental Law of Ukraine.

The abovementioned thoughts about the essence and role of ad-
ministrative agreement highlight its special nature and confirm its
ability to effectively regulate administrative legal relations also
by means of dispositive norms, allowing its parties to determine
independently means and forms of enforcement of their rights
and responsibilities (powers). It is beyond argument that further
transformation of the method of administrative law, which is being
actively discussed on the pages of administrative-legal literature,
will be carried out so to speak with the obligatory study of the reg-
ulatory capacity of the administrative agreement, which potential
mainly depends on the level of its legal certainty. We believe, it is
an agreement-based form of exercise of certain powers of public
administration that is, say the least, an innovative step, and legal
equality of parties as a requirement of such agreements will ensure
and optimize attraction of private persons to the participation in
the management of separate government and municipal processes.

Concluding, we should emphasize that dispositive method of ad-
ministrative law is that guideline for further reformation processes
in the field of public administration that has sufficient resource for
essential modernization of public-private sphere. Certainly, the way
of gradual expansion of the use of dispositive norms in adminis-
trative law is quite difficult, burdened not only with timeframe but
also the mental perception of public administration as a regulato-
ry machine, and provisions of administrative law as imperative
regulators. However, rapid development of separate institutions
of civil society, gradual transformation of national administrative
legislation substantiate the trend to liberalization of legal regula-
tion of administrative legal relations, development of contractual
bases in the sphere of administrative law and consequent achieve-
ment of balanced use (simultaneous, mixed, etc.) of both imperative
and dispositive fundamentals in administrative legal regulation,
which, in its turn, is a clear example of continuous process of not
only reinterpretation of the role and purpose of administrative law
but also evidence of the fact that national administrative law science
develops in the spirit of advanced modern European studies while
not losing its nationality and independence.
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IOpoBcbka B. B. AaminicTtpaTtuBHmMii AoroBip sk
¢opma peasizanii AMCNO3UTUBHOTO MeTOAY aaAMiHicTpa-
THBHOI'O IpaBa

AHoTamisi. Y cTaTTi aBTOPOM 3/IHCHEHO XapaKTePUCTHKY
aJIMIHICTPAaTHBHOTO JIOTOBOPY. 30KpeMa, 3 JTUHAMIYHAM PO3-
BHUTKOM IHCTHTYTY aJIMIHICTPaTHBHOTO JIOTOBOPY SIK JDKEpera
a/IMIHICTpaTHBHOTO TipaBa Ta (GopMH MMyOIIYHOTO aAMIHICTPY-
BaHHS B MOAAJBIIOMY CYTTEBO OyJe 3pOCTaTH 1 BUI03MIHIO-
BaTHCh YYacTh NPHUBATHUX OCI0 B aJMIHICTpyBaHHI 3HAYyHOI
KUJIBKOCTI TPaBOBIAHOCHH, a OTXke, BiAOyBaTUMETBCS TaKOXK
HOCTYIIOBE PO3IMIMPEHHS MEX BIUIMBY IMCIIO3UTUBHOTO Me-
TOAY aJMIHICTPATHBHOTO MpaBa Ha CYCHUIbHI BiTHOCHHH, IO
(hopmyrOTh iioro npeMeT. Y 11bOMY KOHTEKCTI 3aITPOTIOHOBAHO
Ha 3aKOHOJABUOMY PiBHI (30KpeMa, B OKPEMOMY CIIeLiaJbHO-
MY 3aKOHi) 3aKpilUTH IHCTUTYT aAMiHICTPAaTUBHOTO IOTOBOPY
3 Horo seranbHoIO0 AediHilieo, TPUHIMIAMU peai3aluii HopM
Ta YMOB, IPOLIEAyPaMH1 YKJIQJICHHS, 3MiHH i pO3ipBaHHS TOLIO.

Ku1040Bi ci10Ba: anMiHicTpaTUBHE IPaBo, aAMIHICTPATHB-
HUI JI0TOBIp, METO/ aJIMIHICTPAaTUBHOTO IpaBa, JTUCIIO3UTHB-
HICTb, JIMCTIO3UTHBHUN METOJ, IMIIEPAaTUBHUNA METO/I.

IOpoBckasi B. B. AIMUHHUCTPATHBHBINH J0r0BOp Kak
(opma peanuzanum JMCHO3MTHBHOIO MeTOAa AJAMHHHU-
CTPAaTHBHOIO NMpaBa

AnHoTanusi. B crathe aBTOpOM OCyIIECTBIEHA Xapak-
TEPUCTUKA aJMMHUCTPATUBHOIO Jorosopa. B dactHOCTH,
C AMHAMMYHBIM Pa3BUTHEM HHCTUTYTa aJIMHUHHUCTPAaTHBHOTO
JIOroBopa Kak MCTOYHMKA aMUHUCTPATHUBHOIO IIpaBa u (op-
MBI IIyOJIMYHOTO aJAMUHUCTPUPOBAHUS B JajbHEHIIeM cylie-
CTBEHHO OyHeT pacTH U BHUIOM3MEHATHCS y4acTHE YacCTHBIX
JMLl B aAMUHUCTPUPOBAHUM 3HAYMTEIBHOIO KOJMYECTBA IIpa-
BOOTHOILICHUH, a CJIe0BATEJIbHO, OyAeT IPOUCXOAUTH TAKKE
MOCTENIEHHOE pAaCIIMpPEHHE TIPaHULl BIUSHUA JUCIIO3UTHB-
HOTO METOZla aAMUHUCTPATUBHOIO IIpaBa Ha OOLIECTBEHHbIE
oTHoILIeHUs, (GopMmupyromue ero npeaMmer. B 3Tom KoHTek-
CT€ MPEAJIOKEHO Ha 3aKOHOJATEIBHOM YPOBHE (B UAaCTHOCTH,
B OTJEIBHOM CHELHUAIbHOM 3aKOHE) 3aKpPENUTh UHCTUTYT ajl-
MUHHUCTPATHBHOIO JOTOBOPA C €ro JieranbHoi aeduHUIMel,
NPUHIUIIAMU pealn3alid HOPM M YCIIOBHMH, NpoLEeNypamMH
3aKJIF0YEHMS, U3MEHEHUS U PACTOPKEHUsI U TOMY 110J00HOE.

KuoueBbie cnoBa: agiMHUHHCTPAaTUBHOE IpPaBO, aJMH-
HUCTPATHBHBIA JAOrOBOP, METOJ aJIMHHHUCTPATHBHOIO Ipa-
Ba, JUCHO3UTUBHOCTD, JUCIIO3UTUBHBIM METOJ, UMIIEPATHB-
HBII METOA.
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