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Abstract. Analyzed the relationship of the Constitution of the Russian Federation and the legal positions of the
Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, as sources of law, their place in legal system.

The content of the institutes of the theory of law (Constitution, constitutionalism, legal position, source of law,
judicial precedent), provisions of the Constitution of the Russian Federation, acts of the Constitutional Court of the
Russian Federation, Russian legislation and the works of legal scientists using the method of comparison and
synthesis are studied.

The idea that judgements of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation are sources of law has been
criticized. An example is given of when the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation has gone beyond the
interpretation of the Constitution of the Russian Federation, creating a new legal norm.

It is concluded that the legal positions of constitutional courts as sources of law can exist without the Consti-
tution. It is noted that the legal positions of constitutional courts is a place in which where opinions of scientists
becomes obligatory.

As evidence the Constitution of the Russian Federation and the legal positions of the Constitutional Court of the
Russian Federation represent an inseparable unity, it is pointed out legal positions of the Court also have certain
features of the Constitution as a source of law, which allows to consider them together with the Basic Law as a single
source of law.

Keywords: constitution, constitutionalism, the Constitution of the Russian Federation, constitutional courts, the
Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, legal position, legal position of the Constitutional Court of the Rus-
sian Federation, source of law, judicial precedent, legal norm.

Introduction. Appearance in the 1990s of constitutional justice bodies in Russia gave the new
strength to discussions on the recognition of acts of courts as sources of law. For such recognition, these
acts should have the appropriate features, such as certainty, general obligation, common knowledge, and
internal structuring.

Methods. The content of the constructs of the theory of law (Constitution, constitutionalism, legal
position, source of law, judicial precedent), provisions of the Constitution of the Russian Federation, acts
of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, Russian legislation and the works of legal scientists
using the method of comparison and synthesis are studied.

Results. Discussion on the role of court decisions, including interpreting the Constitution, is
conducted not only in Russia. Abroad traditionally the law is viewed as an institutional normative order in
which a separation is made between those who create rules of law (the legislator) and those who apply the
rules of law (the courts) [1]. However, it is being noted that the text of the Constitution is important but
that precedent also matters in interpreting the Constitution — and on specific points of law [2].

Turning to the Russian discussion on this issue, it should be said that the following evidences are
presented as arguments in favor of recognizing acts of constitutional (statutory) courts as sources of law.

Decisions of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation on the recognition of the legal status
as unconstitutional quite fall within the formal definition of a regulatory legal act and were included in the
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number of these acts in the draft of the Federal law “On regulatory legal acts of the Russian Federation™;
the term “quasi-norms” applies to the legal positions of the court, its decisions fulfill the law-making
function and establish rules that actually govern the relations in society [3].

Acts of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation have state obligation, have a volitional
nature, a strictly defined form of expression, are issued by the body of constitutional control within its
competence, contain explanations of the law, as well as provisions designed to eliminate gaps in the law,
and are addressed to a wide range of subjects, their role and value are not limited to one-time execu-
tion [4].

Decisions of constitutional (statutory) courts, being a special kind of sources of constitutional law of
Russia, combine the properties of various sources of law and cannot be fully attributed to any of them;
contain legal regulations, being at the same time individual legal acts [5].

Abroad, especially, in the USA there are other approaches, for example, J. Harrison considers, that
the norms of precedent as the federal courts consist mainly of unwritten principles that are characterized as
binding law but that reflect substantial judicial input, custom, and practice. Those are the hallmarks of
general law [6].

Not putting in question the arguments described above, we note that scholars who recognize the
decision of the constitutional court as a source of law do not take into account that it is a judicial decision,
to which, in terms of design, there are special requirements. For example, according to art. 75 of the Law
"On the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation" [7] in the decision set out as a separate document,
depending on the nature of the issue under consideration, contains: the name of the decision, the date and
place of its adoption; the personal composition of the Court, which made the decision; necessary data
about the parties; the wording of the question, the reasons and grounds for its consideration, and others.

In this regard, there are questions: whether all of the above mentioned in art. 75 of the denoted Law
can be called legal norms? Is it permissible to regard as a normative part that part of the decision of the
constitutional court where the positions of the applicants are disclosed? Should the source of law be the
entire decision of the constitutional court as a document or only the wording of the decision?

Analysis of the structure of the decisions of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation allows
to conclude that only legal positions expressed by it both in the formulation of the decision and outside it
can have a normative character.

According to N.V. Vitruk, in legal science, the issue of the notion “legal positions of constitutional
(statutory) courts” did not receive a sufficient theoretical substantiation and it is perceived more likely on
an intuitive level [8]. The scientist considers legal positions as legal conclusions and representations of the
court — the result of interpretation (interpretation) by the court of the spirit and letter of the Constitution
and interpretation of the constitutional meaning of the provisions of regulatory acts within its com-
petences, which remove uncertainty and serve as the legal basis for the final acts of the court [9].

From the point of view of G.A. Gadzhiev, the legal position of the court is only a fragment of the
motivation part of the final decision of this body, which is connected with the final conclusions of the
Court, and represents a legal understanding of the constitutional norm, common to the statutory majority
of judges, by its nature close to ratio decidendi, meaning in English case law the essence of decision, the
decisive argument [10]. According to L.V. Lazarev, the legal position is a system of legal arguments
expressing the legal consciousness of the constitutional principle, norm and proper constitutional content
of the contested legal provision [11].

V.0. Luchin, O.N. Doronina and M.G. Moisenko regard that the legal position of the court is not only
the final conclusion on the compliance or non-compliance of the norms of the considered law with the
Constitution, but also a system of arguments driven by this body in support of the decision [12].

These scholars note that the legal positions of constitutional courts have many features inherent in the
sources of law. The most significant is that they reflect the political will, because they arise as an act of
constitutional law of a state proxy to express this will in the form and parameters prescribed by law; have
an obligatory character and possess the quality of a regulator of public relations certain type; they also
possess specific internal properties, since they serve as a regulatory framework in the legal system, and
also serve as a guide in law-making and law enforcement [13].

B.A. Strashun divides legal positions into non-norms and containing constitutional norms. He refers
to the first category those positions that constitute the interpretation of the Constitution and are contained
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in the motivation part of the decisions of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, to the second
- the legal positions expressed in court decisions on the official interpretation of the Constitution and on
the resolution of competence disputes [14].

According to B.S. Ebzeev, decisions of the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation act as a
way of overcoming uncertainty in understanding the provisions of the Constitution, clarifying its objective
meaning and identifying the positive legal principles contained in it; therewith, the court is deprived of
discretion in the sense that the limits of such discretion are conditioned by the obligation to maintain the
Constitution and the inadmissibility of its violation or amendment, except for the silent “transformation™
of the Constitution stated by the court, i.¢. its adaptation to the objective realities of social development [15].

LS. Basten considers legal positions as part of the decision of the constitutional justice body, which
contains a special type of normalization, serving as a model for resolving issues that arise in the future, in
which the conclusions made by the judges of the constitutional (statutory) courts when considering a
particular case are supported by certain reasons [3].

Discussion. Some scientists believe that the courts can only interpret the law without creating new
legal norms. It is impossible to agree with this statement for the following reasons.

Firstly, in practice, the line between the interpretation of the law and the creation of a new legal norm
is very thin. In theory, the interpretation should only clarify the meaning of the norm, but this is not
always the case because of the imperfection of the legislation. As an example of the creation of a new
legal norm by the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, the decision [16] is usually given, in
which the Court actually established a new, not stipulated by the Basic Law, version of the regulatory
legal act - the Law of the Russian Federation on the Amendment of the Constitution of the Russian
Federation.

According to E. Feterisin modern view, the judge is no longer considered as the «mouth of the law»
who automatically deduces the decision from the general rule, but he establishes the meaning of the legal
rule in the context of the specific case. In this conception, legal rules do not have a context-independent
meaning, but the judge must decide in the individual case what the exact meaning of the legal rule is [17].
There is another point of view, for example, N. Katyalargues that Congress, not the Court, is often best
situated to make the judgments necessary to create the Constitution of relevance to Americans today [18].

Secondly, legal positions of courts, which usually cite as examples of “judicial precedents” in
Russian legal science, as a rule, cannot exist without a corresponding regulatory legal act, explaining its
meaning, filling legal lacuna or correcting the content. In the event that the content of act is changed or it
is repealed, decision of the judicial authority revokes its force. It should also be noted that the content of
normative act, considered without taking into account decisions of judicial authorities, will be inaccurate
and incomplete.

For example, in art. 1 of the Constitution of the Russian Federation, it is established that the Russian
Federation is a democratic state. This provision is the norm-definition, and its content can be disclosed
through an explanation of what is democracy. There are various approaches to the theory of democracy in
different states: for example, direct democracy is more diffused in Switzerland and referendums are often
held, and in the USA plebiscites are assigned less because they are believed to undermine the authority of
the legislative power established in the Constitution.

In some appeals to the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation, the applicants refer to the fact
that, in accordance with the Constitution, Russia is a democratic state, but participants in constitutional
legal proceedings often have an understanding of the meaning of democracy. Therefore, the Constitutional
Court of the Russian Federation is forced in its decisions to disclose the requirements for legal regulation
in a democratic state and indicated the following:

— maintaining the principle of keeping citizens' confidence in the law and actions of the state, which
presupposes the preservation of reasonable stability of legal regulation and the inadmissibility of making
arbitrary changes to the existing system of norms, as well as providing citizens with the opportunity, if
necessary, in particular by establishing temporary regulation, during a reasonable transitional period to
adapt to changes [19];

— compliance with the requirement of justice when applying responsibility for violation [20];

— formation of local government bodies through free elections [21];

— proper enforcing obligations made directly to the public [22].
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In the Constitution of the Russian Federation and the laws, there are no norms to establish respon-
sibilities of legislators to involve into law the legal positions created by the Court outside of a operative
part of decision. In science, there is a discussion about the degree of their commitment [8, 23]. But in any
case, the legislator understands that if it ignores legal positions, then there is a high probability that the
relevant legal acts will be repealed by the Court.

It should also be noted that the legal positions of constitutional courts are the place where opinions of
scientists becomes obligatory. For example, the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation established
application of legal principles is mandatory [24].

In conclusion, it should be noted the Constitution of the Russian Federation and legal positions of the
Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation are an inseparable unity. Evidence of this is that legal
positions have the hallmarks of the Constitution (consolidation the main principles of the social and state
system; the source of the law of all branches of Russian law), which allows considering them together
with the Basic Law as a single source of law.
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. B. Ceprees
H. ®. Karanos areiHAarsl Xakacc MCMIICKCTTIK YHUBEPCHTETI, AbakaH, Pecei

) PECEM K¥KBIKTHIK )KYWUECIHAEIT
PECEH KOHCTUTYIMAIBIK COThIHBIH KYKBIKTHIK ¥CTAHBIMJIAPBI

Annoramus. 3eprreyain Makcatel — PO Koncturyumacer meH Peceit Korcturyunsabk COTHIHBIH KYKBIKTHIK
YCTaHBIMIAPBIHBIH KYKBIKTHIK JKYHEACTI KYKBIK KO3ICpl PEeTiHAC apaKaTRIHACKIH Taxaay OO0 TAOBLIATEL

CanpICTBIPY >KOHE CHHTE3 OICIH KOJJAHA OTHIPHI, KYKBIK TCOPHSCHIHBIH KOHCTPYKTOPJIAPHIHBIH MAa3MYHBI
(KOHCTUTYIHS, KOHCTUTYIIMOHAIN3M, KYKBIKTBIK YCTAHBIM, KYKBIK K63i, COT mpenecAcHTl), PO KoHCTHTYIIMACKIHBIH
epexenepi, PO Koncrurymmsuieik COTBIHBIH akTinepi, Peced 3aHHAMACHI JKOHC FABIM-3aHTCPICPAIH CHOCKTEPL
3epTTeaL

P® KOHCTHTYIIATIBIK COTHIHBIH, IICIIIMAEP] KYKBIK K631 OOJIBIT TAOBLIATBIHABIFEI TYPAJIBI HACS CHIHFA AJBIH/IBL.
P® Koucrurynusnblk cotbl PO KOHCTHTYIWSICHIH TYCIHAIPY INCTIHCH IIBIFBIN, KAHA KYKBIKTBIK HOPMAHBI >Kacarl
IOBIKKAH MBICAN KSITIPiITCH.

KOHCTHTYIMSIITBIK COTTApABIH KYKBIKTHIK YCTAHBIMAAPHI KYKBIK K631 periHne KOHCTHTYIACHIZ eMmip cype
anMaiabl JETEH KOPBITBIHIBI XKacamabl. KOHCTHTYIMATIBIK COTTAPABIH KYKBIKTHIK YCTAHBIMAAPHI — Oy KYKBIK JKOHE
MEMJICKET TEOPIACHIHBIH, KOHCTHTYILIIBIK KYKBIK FHUIBIMBIHBIH YKCKCJICICH €peXKelIepl HOPMATHBTIK, KAIMIBEFA
MIHACTTI CHITATKA HE O0JIATHIH OPBIH ACH KOPCCTLICI.

P® Konucrurynusace! McH Peceit KorctuTymusnbik COTBIHBIH KYKBIKTHIK YCTAHBIMAAPHI AKBIPAMANTBIH OipITiKTi
Oinnmipeni mereH monen periHae, KOHCTHTYIMSHBIH JKEKEJIETEH OeNrijiepiHe KYKBIK K631 peTiHae KOHCTHTYIHAIBIK
COTTBIH KYKBIKTBIK YCTaHBIMIAPBI 4 M€ CKEHIIri KepceTinenai, Oyl OJapApl HEri3ri 3aHMEH Oipre KYKBIKTBHIH
OipbIHFall K31 peTiHAE KapacThIpyFa MYMKIHAIK Oepei.

Tyiiin ce3aep: KOHCTHTYIHS, KOHCTHTYIIHOHAIM3M, Pecelt KOHCTHTYIHACH, KOHCTHTYIIMSIIBIK COTTap, Peceii-
JiH KOHCTHTYLISUIBIK COTBL, KYKBIKTBIK YCTaHbIM, P® KoHCTHTYIHSAIBIK COTHIHBIH KYKBIKTHIK YCTAHBIMBI, KYKBIK
K31, COT MPEUEICHT], KYKbIKTHIK HOPMA.
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. B. Ceprees
Xaxkacckuii rocyaapcTeeHHbIN yHIBEpcHTeT MM. H. @. Karanosa, Abaxkan, Poccust

[PABOBBIE IO3UIMH KOHCTUTYHHOHHOI'O CY/IA POCCHIICKOM ®EAEPALINH
B POCCHIICKOM IPABOBOI CHCTEME

Annoramus. L[expr0 HCCICA0BAHUA ABIICTCA aHAMH3 COOTHOMCHNS KoHCcTHTYIHH P® W MpaBOBBIX MO3HIMH
Koncrurymmonunoro Cyna Poccum, Kak HCTOYHHKOB IPABa, HX MECTA B MIPABOBOM CHCTEME.

C mpuMeHEHHEM METOJA CPABHCHMS M CHHTE3a M3YUCHBI MHCTHUTYTHI TCOPHH NPaBa (KOHCTUTYIHS, KOHCTH-
TYOHOHAIN3M, IPABOBAS MO3MIMS, WCTOYHWK ITPaBa, CyACOHBIN MpereacHT), monokenuit Koncrurynun PO, aktos
Korcruryunorraoro Cyaa P®, poccHiCKOTO 3aKOHOJATCIIHCTBA H TPYAOB YUCHBIX-IOPHCTOB.

IToxeeprayta kputuke uzaes o toM, uro pemeHus KoncrurynmonHoro Cyma P® gBIsSrOTCS HCTOUHHKAMH
mpasa. [IpuseacH npumep, xoraa Koucrurymmonusti Cya PO sermmen 3a mpenest TonkoBanna Koncruryuun PO,
CO3/aB HOBYIO PABOBYK) HOPMY.

CraenaH BBIBOJ, YTO IPABOBBIC IO3HIMH KOHCTHUTYIHOHHBIX CYJO0B KAK HCTOUHHKH IIPaBa HE MOTYT CyIIe-
creoBarh 0e3 Koucrurymmm. OTMedaeTcs, YTO NPABOBHIC MO3HIMH KOHCTHTYIHOHHBIX CYJOB — 3TO MECTO, B
KOTOPOM OTJACTBHBIC IIOJIOKCHHSI TCOPHH TMPABa M TOCYAAPCTBA, HAYKH KOHCTHTYIIMOHHOTO MPaBa MPHOOPETAIOT
HOPMATHBHBIH, 00IICO0A3aTCIIFHBIN XapaKTep.

B kauectee gokaszareiabctBa Toro, uro Koucrurymusa PO u mpaBoseie mosmmmu Koucrurymumonnoro Cyna
Poccuu mpeacTaB/LIIOT HEPA3PBIBHOE €AUHCTBO, YKA3BIBACTCA HA TO, YTO OTACIBHBIMH IMpH3HAKaMu KoHCTHTYLHH
KaK HCTOYHMKA IpaBa 001aaroT 1 npaBoBbic mo3uumun Koncrurymmonraoro Cya, 9To MO3BOJIIET PACCMATPUBATE MX
BMecTe ¢ OCHOBHBIM 3aKOHOM KaK CIWHBIN HCTOUHHK MPaBa.

KimoueBbie ci10Ba: KOHCTUTYIHS, KOHCTHTYIHOHANM3M, KoHcTuTyrms Poccuu, KOHCTHTYLIHOHHBIC CYIbI,
Koncrurymmonnstii Cyn Poccnu, mpasosast mosunus, npasosas nmosunust KoncrurynuonHoro Cyna PO, ncrounmnk
paBa, CyACOHbIA IPEEACHT, IIPABOBASI HOPMA.
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